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CHA?rER I 
INTRODUCr:f·ION 
The problem to be stuoied is concerned 'd tb tbe rela-
t ionship betw·een Je'lr.risb group identification and the ex-
pr·ession of bostili ty. This concern is vvi tb the relet ion-
ship between the de~ree of identification with, or belong-
ingness to, the Jewish group, and the manner and degree of 
hostile expression in Jews. 
The question of the relationship emerged both from the 
experiences of the writer as a clinical psychologist in a 
Jewish social service agency and a. state prison, as well as 
from his own personal experiences as a Jew. 
There are many sources of information and different 
types of research which bear on the present problem. These 
include statistical reports of crime and delinquency, per-
sonal observations, drug and alcobol reports, studies of 
mental illness, and psychoanalytic case studies. It is 
fairly well 1-cnown that Jews, as a group, become involved in 
crimes of violence and delinquency to a considerably lesser 
extent than their representation in the population might 
warrant. This is verified in statistical analyses and re-
ports of crime in the United States which indicate the dis-
proportionately low number of crimes of violence and delin-
quency offenses committed by Jews.l 
1N. Goldberg. The law abid.ing American Jew. Nat. Jew. 
~., 1945, 59, 322-333. 
It is also noted from the writer's personal observa-
tion that Jewish young men choose professional soldiering 
or athletics as a life' a career even less tre,q,uently than 
do non-Jewish young men. Jews as a group are lBss in-
volved in activities which are concerned with the outward 
2 
expression or motor energy in physical terms, whether it be 
socially acceptable, as in the athlete or soldier, or 
anti•social, as in the delinquent or criminal offender. 2 
Similar findings may be found in the literature per-
taining to the use ot alcohol and drugs among Jews. The 
proportion or Jews involved in drunkedness and alcoholic 
disorders is exceedingly low. ~. 4 In the case ot drug 
addiction, one meets with a dichotomous situation. Among 
Jewish prison inmates as a group, drug addiction appears to 
be limited to those drugs which are called depressants, 
tranquilizers, or relaxers, and which produce a quieting 
effect on the individual. The use or drugs s.uch as ener-
gizers, or those which produce a "kick", is n~t nearly as 
prevalent among Jewish drug offenders. Thus, the low rate 
ot alcoholism, and the infrequent use of "externalizing" 
.. 
drugs is consistent with other indications of the low rate 
of anti-social, overt acting-out among Jews. 
2R. M. Loewenstein. Christians and Jews. New York: 
Internat. Univ. Press, 1911: --- ----
3Ibid. 
-
. •c. R. Snyder. Alcohol and the Jews. Free Press and the 
Yale Center ot Alcohol. --- --- ----
In the area of mental illness and in symptoms of emo-
tional disorders, one fincis a similar lack of overt acting-
out among JeioTS. The significantly high rate of psychosoma-
tic symptoms in the Jew suggests that negative impulses are 
not overtly acted-out, but rather, are internalized. 5, 6 
3 
The high rate of suicide among Jews is still another indica-
tion of this same theme, i.e., the internalization of 
destructive impulses. 7 
Within the Jewish family itself one finds ciisapproval 
of activities and achievements which emL)hasize overt physical 
motor action. Jewish rabbinical writings have many refer-
ences to the effect that a Jew should. let himself be killed 
rather than kill another person. All forms of direct and 
overt expression of aggression are considered transgressions. 8 
'' k d h i i 1 d b i II d 11 i ~Jlar e emp ass space on eng a. goo , .e., non-
hostile Jew. 9 
5J. K. Iviyers & B. H. Robert. Some relations hips between 
relision, ethnic origin, and mental illness. In M. Sklare 
(Ed.), The Jews. Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1958, 551-559. 
6H. R. Gold. Can we speak of Jewish neuroses? In S. 
Noveck (Ed.), Juda.ism and ?sychiatry. New York: Basic Books, 
1956. 
7A. & Caroline Rose, America Divided. New York: Knopf, 
1950. 
8Loewenstein, ~· cit. 
9J. C. ~vloloney. Fear, Contagion ans!_ Conauest. New York: 
Philosophical Library, 1957. 
4 
The psychoanalytic }'~Crks of Gold, 10 1•Ioloney, ll and 
Loewenstein, 12 have repeatedly indica.ted that a major prob-
lem for Jews is their handling ot hostile impulses. They 
refer on the one hand, to the marked inhibition, suppression, 
and repression of direct hostile aggr~ssion; and on the other 
hand, to the variety of other more indirect ways Jews so ex-
press hostile impulses. 
One possible explanation for this phenomenon is that 
the Jews, through genetic differences, ar~ endolred with less 
hostility, or less propensity for hostile expr~ssion. An 
alternate explanation is that Jews a.re not by nature endowed 
with less hostility, or less hostile drive strength, but 
rather express their hostility differently. v!hile there may 
be many factors which play a role in determining the formation 
of hostility or hostile impulses, most writers view the ex-
pression of hostility as being governed by the mores a.nd 
norms of the particular society and social grouping. l3, l4, 
15, 16, 17' 18 
10Gold, Q:Q.• cit. 
llMoloney, Q:Q.• cit. 
12I.oewenstein, Q.E.. cit. 
13t. Lewin. Resolving Social Confli9~s. New York: 
Harper, 1948. 
l.lJ.:E. Fromm. Es.cape From Freedom. :Ne·N· York: Farrar & 
Rinehart, 1941. 
15H. A. Murray & c. Kluckhohn. A conception of persona-
lity. In c. Kluckbohn, H. A. Murray & D. M. Schneider (Eds.), 
Personality in Nature, Society and Culture. New York: Knopf, 
1956, 41-11·9. 
l6c. R. Rogers. Client-Centered Therapy. Boston: 
Houghton 1•1ifflin, 1951. 
5 
Several studies have suggested that particular groups, 
especially minority groups, develop particular and pre-
ferred modes of behavior, both as a reaction to their 
minority status, as well as to preserve their own integrity. 
19, 20, 21, 22 These preferred group-sanctioned modes of 
behavior may be viewed as group defense mechanisms, since 
they serve the personality of the group member in the reduc-
tion of anxiety and the handling of conflicts. 23 To the 
extent that an individual member of the group internalizes 
these mod.es and other group attitudes, he can be said to be 
identified with the group. 
An individual, by allying himself with a larger and 
more powerful force than himself, internalizes the value and 
attitude systems of the group, as well as the patterns of 
l7H. s. Sullivan. Conceutions of Modern Psychiatry. 
Washington, D.C.: William A. vfuite Foundation, 1947. 
18Anna Freud. The Ego a.nd the Ivlechanisms of Defense. 
New York: Interna.t. Univ. Press, 1946. 
19Hortense Powdermaker. The channeling of Negro aggres-
sion by the cultural process. In C. Kluckhohn & H. A. 
Murray, (Ed.), Personality in Nature, Society, and Culture. 
New York: Knopf, 1949, 473-484. 
2°G. W. Allport. The Nature of Prejudice. Cambridge, 
Mass.: Addison-liesley, 1954. 
21J. R. Reid & J. E. Finesinger. Defenses: their nature 
and function. Amer. J. Psych., 12, 1956, 1015-1020. 
22Georgene Sewa.rd. Clinical Studies in Culture Conflict. 
New York: Ronald Press, 1958. 
23c. Kluckhohn & H. A. 1-lurray, (Eds. ) • A concept ion of 
personality. In Personality in Nature, Society, and Culture. 
New York: Knopf, 1949, 3-32. 
6 
behavior and expression preferred by the group. He obtains 
the support a.nd. strength of the group, as well as being part 
of, and belonging to, the group. The concept of group iden-
tification may be viewed as an extension of the concept of 
individual identification. Both involve the internalization 
of values, attitudes, behavioral modes, etc., for the general 
purpose of comfort and protection for the individual. 
HOwever, the concept of group identification has many 
complexities, particularly within minority groups. Many 
writers have noted that an individual's identification with 
his group may be determined by any one, or several or many, 
related factors. Group identification cannot be viewed as 
tnidimensional, but rather, as a multi-determined concept, 
concerned with racial, religious, cultural, national, and 
other aspects. 24, 25, 26 
This study deals with the Jewish group, which, it has 
been noted, has particular difficulty in expressing hostility. 
Studies have indicated that particular groups have group-
sanctioned modes of expression. Group members, who evaluate 
and accept their identification with the group, tend to uti-
lize the group-approved patterns of behavioral expression. 
24r.D. Rinder. Jewish identification and the race rela-
tions cycle. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Univ. of 
Chicago, 1953. 
2~. Lazerwitz. Some factors in Jewish identification. 
Jew. ~· ~., 1953, 15, 3-24. 
26L. Geismar. A scale for the measurement of ethnic 
identification. Jew. ~· ~., 1954, 16, 33-61. 
7 
Other group members whose identification is extreme, either 
very low or very high, would tend to manifest behavior which 
might be overly conforming or non-conforming to the group-
a.pp roved pa. t t e rna • 
The statistical, empirical, a.nd clinical studies men-
tioned above suggest several foci for the present study. 
First; tha.t of the relationship between Jewish gr·oup iO.ent 1-
ficat ion and the mode a.nd intensity of hostile expression, 
second, an investigation of the complexity of Jewish group 
identification. Derived from these two major aspects '\<Till 
be further concerns dealing with: a) the differences in hos-
tile expression between Jews and non-Jews, b) a description 
of the major aspects of Jewish group identification, c)an 
investigation of the relationship of these aspects to hostile 
expression, and d) the relationship between social variables 
of age, education, occupation, income and religious pre-
ference to both Jewish group identification and hostile 
expression. 
CHAPTER II 
STATEI,IENT OF THE: PROBLEivJ: AND HYPOTHESES 
This chapter will deal 1>1ith the relevant literature 
pertaining to the concepts of group identification and hos-
tility, particularly as they pertain to the Jewish group. 
Specifically, the relationship between Jewish group identi-
fication and the expression of hostility will be investigated. 
This is the primary focus of the study. Secondary interests 
of the study will concern the comparison of Je"TS and non-
Jews with respect to hostility; and an investiga.tion into 
the multi-dimensionality of Jewish group identification with 
specific interest in a factor-analytic approach to the dimen-
sions arid their relationship to hostility. Following the 
theoretical discussion, hypotheses will be derived concern-
ing the primary and secondary aspects of the study. 
This is not intended to be a sociological study, but 
rather a study of dynamic concepts in a particular group. 
There are many concepts which are related to the present 
work, such as those dealing with minority group problems, 
prejudice, marginality, and others. 'fuile these concepts 
are of importance, they are not within the scope of the 
present investigation. 
Group Identification 
The concept of identification has long been of concern 
in the study of the individual, of the group, and of the 
9 
individual in relation to the group. Sarnoff states: 
Broadly speaking, psychological identification imp~ies 
the acquisition of characteristics of others. These 
characteristics may vary from the way in which a person 
walks to the more.l values held by a social group.l 
Group identification may be defined as the acquisition 
by an individual of the values, attitudes, behavior patterns, 
ana modes of expression which are approved and sanctioned by 
the group of which he is a member. 
Ident ifica.t ion in minority groups presents for· the in-
dividuals therein a double problem. The members of the 
minority group must develop patterns of behavior and modes 
of expr·ession which are sanctioned both by their own group 
as well as by the larger majority group. 2 ' 3 When the pat-
tern of behavior developed by an individual of a minority 
group is concorda.nt ,.ri th the sanctions of his own group, as 
well as ''lith those of the majority group, the individual is 
said to be adapting well. When the pattern of behavior is 
discordant with the sanctions of either group, then prob-
lems arise in adaptation. 
Real and imagined threats to the minority group exis-
tence demand constant emphasis on the patterns of social 
lr. Sarnoff. The Jewish child in search of an identity. 
Judaism, 1956, 5, 60-69. 
2B. J. Siegel. High anxiety levels and. cultural inte-
gration: notes on a psycho-cultural hypothesis. Social 
Forces, ~965, 34, 42-48. 
3A. I. Hallowell. Social psychological aspects of accul-
turation. In R. Linton (Ed.), The Science of Nan in the 
World Crisis. New York: Col. Univ. Press, 1945. 
10 
cohesion, and both internal and external controls are de-
mand..ed. The group demands strong internalization and con-
stant self-control which emphasize the prohibition or 
limited permission of acts which may ·weaken this contr-ol. 4 
lvlembership in groups such as minority groups is usually 
brought about by the circumstance of birth; but when prob-
lems of adaptation arise, one's identification with either 
the majority or minority group ma.y vary widely. A person 
may attempt to completely avoid his identity with the mino-
rity group, and identify with the majority group by rejec-
ting all minority group ties. This is called assimilation. 
He may, on the other hand, intensify his identification 
with the minority group by restricting all his activities 
and functions to the minority group, and reject all else. 
This is called chauvinism, or exaggerated identification. 
Kluckhohn and Murray discuss the matter of over-identi-
ficat ion and under-identification with the group, as '·Tell as 
what they term 11middle" identification. They state that ei• 
ther extreme may be accompanied by distortions in the group-
sanctioned patterns of behavior, whereas this middle group 
functions more adequately. 5 This distortion by the ex-
treme groups of the group-sanctioned patterns of behavior 
can be understood as follows: the over-ident ifier·s distort 
4siegel, QE· cit. 
5 H. A. !Jfurray & C. Kluckhohn. A concept ion of personali-
ty. In c. Kluckhohn, H. A. lvJ:urray, & D. 1'-1:. Schneider, (Eds. ) , 
Personality in Nature, Soci~, and Culture. New York: 
Knopf, 1956, 41-1~9. 
11 
in the direction of a rigid and inflexible adherence to 
the group sanctions, with little attention to the r-ealities 
of the situation. The under-identifiers show distortions 
in the very fluid and arbitrary manner of adherence to group-
approved behaviors. The middle group sho,vs the most adap-
tive functioning by their flexible and realistic appraisal 
of group sanctions. 
Further, Kluckhohn and I'>1urray state that group identi-
fica.tion serves the individual in the reduction of conflicts. 
They state that those behavior patterns, which are conven-
tionally sanctioned by the group, are regularly rerrarded, 
reduce anxiety, and provide a sense of security and gratifi-
6 cation. 
Certain anxieties may be inculcated in individuals, as 
part of the process of socialization in order to motivate 
them to perform patterns of behavior that are socially 
approved. They are taught that certain things are threats 
and cause pain, and conversely, that there are approved ways 
of reducing the threats and the pain. 7 
The importance of the group and its influence upon the 
individual for specific behaviors is similarly stressed by 
Fenichel. 
6Ibid. 
7Ha.llowell, Q.E• cit. 
The character of man is socially determined. The 
environment enforces specific frustrations, blocks 
certain modes of reaction to these frustrations, and 
facilitates others. It suggests certain ways of 
dealing '"i th the conflicts between institutional de-
mands and fears of further frustrations; it even 
creates desires by setting up and forming specific 
ideals. Different societies, stressing different 
values and applying different educational measures, 
create different anomalies. 8 
12 
Since a person's identification with his group serves 
a function in the reduction of conflicts, group identifica-
tion can be viewed as an analog to the mechanisms of de-
fense. Considering group identification in this way, an 
interesting parallel is observed. Any impulse evoked which 
is in conflict with societal values creates anxiety which 
in turn activates the defensive processes. 
In individuals who have rigidly internalized the values 
of a society, conflicting impulses are renounced, with a 
subsequent acceptance of the demands of society. This is 
repression. Often, however, in order to maintain the de-
fense, the renounced impulse is expressed in an opposite and 
exaggerated form, now being an over-protestation of the 
societal demands. This is reaction-formation. 
In those individuals where the internalization of socie-
tal va,lues and demands has been appraised and evaluated 
realistically, the anxiety evoked by any conflict is minimal, 
and can be experienced without acti va.ting a.ny defensive pro-
- cess, giving rise to appropriate behavior·al expression. 
8o. Fenichel. The Psychoanalytic Theory of Neurosis. 
New York: Norton, 1945, 464. 
13 
This resultant behavior parallels the behavior of the middle 
group of identifiers~ The behavior resulting from reaction-
formation parallels the behavior or the over-and under-
identifiers. 
There is considerable variety in the responses of indi-
viduals 1n minority groups to their group membership. One 
common response is the psychological internalization or the 
dominant group hostility, the process or self-hatred, first 
recognized by Lessing 9 and Lewin 10 and later seen by other 
writers. ll, 12, 13 This response is similar to the position 
of the under-identifier. At the other ex~reme, there is the 
militant, belligerent irOuP identification expressed in chau-
vinistic group pride. 14• l5, 16 This mode of response is 
suggestive of the reactions of the over-identifier. 
9H. Chadwick. Lessing's Tb§ological writings. Stanford, 
Calif.: Stanford Univ. Press, 1957. 
1
°K. Lewin. Resolving Social Conflicts. New York: 
Harper, 1948. 
11c. Greenberg. Self-hatred and Jewish chauvinism. 
Commentary, 1950, 10, 426-433. 
12I. Sarnoff. Identification with the aggressor: some 
personality correlates or anti-Semitism among Jews. 
J. ~ •• 1951, 20, 199-218. 
13N.· W. Aoke~ & Marie Jahoda. Anti-Semitism and 
Emotional Disorder. New York: Harper, 1950. 
14Greenberg, .21!· oi t. 
1~rion Radke-Yarrow & B. Lande. Personality correlates 
of differential reactions to minority group belonging. 
l· ~· Psychol., 1953, 38, 253-272. 
1~. L. Barron (Ed.). American Minorities. New York 
Knopf, 1957. 
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The Jewish Group 
To define the term, "Jew", presents a major problem, 17 
and many writers make reference to the difficulties and com-
plexities of definition. l8, l9, 20 l-iany groups cannot be 
classified exclusively as a racial, ethnic, religious, 
national, or as any other single kind of group. The Jews 
a.re, perhaps, the best illustration. There are about eleven 
million Je'tvs in the world. Although they are found in near-
ly every land, seventy percent live in the United States, 
Russia, and Israel. 21 While the Je"rs are a group, it is 
difficult to define their nature. The follo\ving attempt for 
an adequate d.efini tion of a Jew was made by Ichheiser, who 
points out the problems of definition: 
A Jew is a person who, by a.nd large, (with many excep-
tions) can be socially identified by certain physical 
or quasi-physical characteristics (gestures, speech, 
manners, postures, expressions of face, etc.); who has 
17rv:r. N. Kertzer. What is a Jewf Ne1-.r York: 1-Torld 
Publishing Co., 1953. 
18N. Ausubel. Pictorial History of the Jewish People. 
New York: Crown Publishers, 1953, 1-3. 
19G. W. Allport. The Nature of Prejudice. Cambridge, 
!>iass.: Addison-Wesley, 1954. 
20claris E. Silcox & G. M. Fisher. The social signifi-
cance of religious differences. In M. L. Barron (Ed.), 
American Minorities. New York: Knopf, 1957, 52-68. 
21Allport, £R• cit. 
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grown up in a Jewish family, characterized by a speci-
fic Jewish atmosphere; who consequently possesses, in 
the majority of cases, certain specific, even if often 
elusive, emotional and intellectual char·acteristics; 
who is considered by others as being a "Jew" and whose 
personality is significantly sr..aped by the fact that he 
is considered to be a Jew (with all that implies); who, 
strangely enough, is not clear himself whether his being 
Jewish means a reli~ious, national, racial, or cultural 
classification .••• 2 
The Jews of the United States are said to be a spirit-
ual-cultural group. Despite differences in ideologies re-
garding tb.e essence of the Jewish religion, despite the 
emphasis implicit in being members of various Jewish associa-
tions, and perhaps despite their attitudes towards Israel, 
the overwhelming number of Jews in America regard themselves, 
and are regarded by others, as an historical people, with a 
common past, a common tra.dition, common memories, and a 
common fate. 23 
Thus, it appears that the Jewish group cannot be clearly 
defined by any single characteristic, not by any single set 
of attitudes. Rather, the Jewish group and the individuals 
therein are concer-ned with various issues and attitudinal 
clusters. Among these are attitudes and feelings towards the 
group which concern the Jew as a member of a religion; as 
having possible racia.l char-acteristics; as having special 
feelings towards a "foreign" nation (Israel) which may involve 
22G. Ichheiser. Diagnosis of anti-Semitism; two essays. 
Sociometry ~bnogr., 1946, 8, 21. 
23o. I. Janowsky. The American Jew. New York: 
Harper, 1942~ 
difficulties and some question or nationalism; as having a 
special language and cultural heritage, and probably many 
other concerns particular to the Jewish group. 
Jewish Group Identification 
16 
Jewish identification, like most forms of minority group 
identification, is based on a common origin and a common tra-
dition and history. It seems to provide a defense and pro-
tection from the pressures of the majority group. It is 
unique, however, in that it is derived from a religious cul-
ture which has been subjected to many and varied religious 
re-interpretations. It is also unique in that, historically, 
it has been subject to pressures which, in an attempt to per-
secute and destroy, may well have solidified and intensified 
group cohesiveness. In addition, Jewish identification has 
been dependent to some extent on the re-establishment of a 
homeland, which was re-created after having been a memory for 
nearly 2000 years. There have been periods in history during 
which Jews may have wished they were able to deny and re-
nounce their membership in the group, but external forces 
acted to prevent any defection, thus "forcing" group identi-
fication. 24, 25, 26, 27 
24Janowsky, QR.• cit. 
25A. & Caroline Rose. America Divided. New York: 
Knopf, 1950. 
26Anonymous. An analysis or Jewish culture. In I. Graeber 
& s. H. Britt (Ed.s. ) , Jews in !. Gentile W orld. . New York: 
MacMillan, 1942. 
27J. B. Gittler. Understandins l.finority Groups. New York: 
Wiley, 1956. 
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Jews are more tolerated tha.n accepted in many places. 
They are almost forced to seek identity within their own 
group, and this often results in a reawakening of the racial-
cultural group consciousness. The Jew, with his distinctive 
and written tradition is seldom quickly incorporated into 
another culture to the extent that he loses his identity. 
In the final analysis, the Jew tends to remain a Jew. He 
is more accommodated than assimila.ted and seldom, if ever, 
completely amalgamated in succeeding generations. The so-
called "assimilationists" who are but a small gr-oup, are 
more so by their own statements and their ideal, than by 
actuality. 28 
Rinder deals with the concept of Jewish identification 
and says: 
By Jewish identification is mea.nt whatever recourse 
persons may have to real or imagined. Jewish sources 
as referential guides for their attitudes, opinions, 
or behavior. Jewishness consists or the variety and 
intensity of these attitudes, opinions, and behaviors, 
both personalized and generalized, of an acknowledged 
Je1-1ish nature which exist for a person and give meaning, 
perspective, organization, and motivation to his be-
ha.vior. 29 
Identification with the life of the Jewish group may 
vary from full observance of the traditional orthodox faith 
28Pauline V. Young. The reorganization of Jevlish family 
life in America. Soc. Forces, 1928, 7, 238-244. 
29r. D. Rinder. Jewish identification and the race rela-
tions cycle. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Univ. of 
Chicago, 1953. 
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and active involvement in cultural agencies, to support 
of charitable causes, or merely cooperation in the struggle 
against anti-Semitism. Jewish identity should not be 
measured only by the degree and extent of participation in 
the specific and particular institutions of the group, but 
also by the Jew's feeling about himself as a Jev-r, and his 
reactions to being so regarded by others. 
In the matter of the culture conflict, it has been 
stated that Jews may react in any number of ways to their 
position in a gentile society. They may take, (a) one side, 
or (b) the other side, or (c) repudiate both sides, or (d) 
attempt a reconciliation between them. In (a), the Jew may 
develop strong in-group identifications which give him pro-
tection from the majority group and help to prevent his 
internalizing their value and attitude system; in (b), a 
reaction against the group may develop with attempted rejec-
tion and denial of the Jewish world, and an attempt at com-
plete assimilation with the gentile group; in (c), by re-
pudiating both groups, b~th conflicting worlds, be may em-
brace some extremist ideology which repudiates both of the 
value systems; or (d), he may create a new synthesis of the 
meaningful qualities of both the minority group and the 
dominant group without losing the essential elements of his 
culture. 30 
30Georgene Seward. Psychotherapy and Culture Conflict. 
New York: Ronald Press, 1956. 
In terms of group identification 1.vithin the Je•vish 
group, there are indications that the extremes of group 
identification are similar to each other. l1lthough they 
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may represent opposing attitudes, they a~pear to be manifes-
tations of a similar defensive process in coping with prob-
lema of behavioral expression. 
One defensive process may be described as follows: 
"I am a Je'\'( - :Yiost people think Jews are bad (hostile) - As 
a. Jew I may be bad - I cannot tolerate the thought that I 
might be bad - therefore I am not a Jew - I am good". This 
denial of Jewish group identification is maintained through 
a rea.ct ion-format ion which results in the inter-.nalize .. t ion 
of the attitudes of the majority group. A second process 
may be stated thus: "I am a Jew- Host people think Jews 
are bad (hostile) - As a Jew I may be bad - I cannot tolerate 
the thought that I might be bad - therefore Jews are good, 
not bad- As a Jew, therefore, I am good". Here, there is 
a denial of the majority group attitude maintained through 
a reaction-formation which results in an exaggerated over-
protestation of the minority group identification. 
Hostile Exuression in the Jewish Group 
The literature has shown that the forces of the group 
play a major role in determining the behavior of its members. 
The forces of the group establish approved and disapproved 
behaviors, either implicitly or explicitly, both to maintain 
the life of the group, and to offer protection and security 
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to its members. One type of behavior which has been studied 
in relation to group-sanctions is that of hostility and its 
expression. Several studies show that there is a relation-
ship between an individual's identification with his group 
and the particular modes of expression and patterns of 
behavior which he utilizes. 31, 32, 33 
In a study dealing with the Negro group, Powdermaker 
discusses the manner by which hostility is channelized by 
the cultural process, as well as the particular modes or 
expression utilized by this group. 34 Davis a.nd Havighurst 
in their study or class and color differences in child 
rearing, 35 and Warner and Lunt, 36 bo·th stress the differ-
ences in the freedom of expression of hostility among mem-
bers of different groups. They suggest that there are 
certain modes of expression which are peculiar to certain 
groups. 
31seward, ~· cit. 
3~~rion Radke-Yarrow, Personality develo~ment and 
minority group membership. In M. Sklare, (Ed. ), The Jews. 
Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1958, 451-474. 
33 ' Sarnoff. J. Pars., ~· cit. 
34Hartense Powdermaker. The channeling of Negro 
aggression by the cultural nrocess. In c. Kluckhohn & 
H. A. Murray (Eds. ), Perso~ty in Nature,. Society and 
Culture. New York: Knopf, 19 9, 473-484. 
35A. Davis & R. J. Havighurst. Social Class and color 
differences in child-rearing. In C. Kluckhohn & H. A. Murray 
(Eds. ), Personality in Nature, .Society, and Culture. New 
York: Knopf, 1949, 252-264. 
36w. L. Warner & P. S. Lunt. The Social Life of a 
Modern Community. New Haven: Yale ll'niv. Press, 1941.-
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itli thin the Jewish group, several '\.H'i ters have been con-
cerned 1.vith the manner by 1vhich Jews express hostility. 
Loewenstein states: "If there is anything peculiar to the 
Jewish mind, it would seem to be the special ways in 1-1hich 
the ego deals with aggressive drives". He stetes that Je"t<TS 
build special ways in which to deal with physically aggres-
sive impulses. He cites that in the common upbringing of 
Jewie.h children, Jewish mothers tend to make their children 
overly fearful of physical danger. They discourage desires 
for approval through physical prowess and encourage the use 
of intellect. As a result, Jewish children tend to repress 
all physica.l expression of aggression. Thus, in the forma-
tion of the Jewish mind, historical development, social con-
ditions, and childhood influences all point towards a prob-
lem in the use.and expression of physical force and vio-
lence. 37 
In a study of types of Jewish mothers, it has been 
asserted that in the traditional Jewish culture, and in 
child-rearing practices, strong defenses were established 
against hostile aggressive activity. Many rituals guarded 
against their expression. 38 
A familiar theme held by many Jews has been cited, 
it goes: 11 Jews must not let Jewry down, they must be more 
37R. M. Loewenstein. Christians and Je"t"lS. New York: 
Internat. Univ. Press, 1952. 
38l,lartba itfolfenstein. Two types of Jewish mothers. In 
M. Sklare (Ed.), The Jews. Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1958, 
520-534. 
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circumspect. Jews who cheat and commit crimes do disservice 
to all Jews." A high premium is placed on being a 11 good 11 
Jew. The Jews use a variety of methods to muffle their 
aggressiveness and hide their hostility. 39 
There is further statistical and clinical evidence 
which confirms the formulation that Jews do not expr·ess 
hostility directly in behavior. In a survey of juvenile 
delinquency in New York City in 1952, Hobinson reports that 
while the Jewish population of the city was 27.2%, the 
juvenile offenses committed by Jews was 3%. This figure 
holds true even when country of origin and socio-economic 
status are controlled. 40 
In a study of Jewish vs. non-Jewish criminality in 
Poland in 1932 - 1937, it was noted that the Jewish popula-
tion comprised 10% of the total population. N'i th reference 
to criminal offenses, Je,.,s committed ll~b of the crimes 
against state, 5% of the cr·imes against property, and 3% 
of the crimes against person. Crimes against the state were 
14% higher in Jews than in non-Jews. These consisted of 
such offenses a.s counterfeiting, forgery, viola.tion of ex-
change regulations and passing false documents; i.e., 
offenses which involve little or no overt physica.l hostile 
39J. C. 1Jioloney. Fear: Contagion ang_ Conquest. New York: 
Philosophical Library, 1957. 
40spphia Robinson. A study of delinauency among Jei'Tish 
children in New York City. In M. Skla.re (Ed. ), The Jews. 
Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1958, 535-541. 
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aggression. Jews were much lower than non-Jews in commit-
ting such offenses involving acts of bod.ily injury and acts 
of violence, such as bombings. 41 
In the United States, the crime rate among Jews is 
lower than that of the general population, both in juvenile 
offenses and adult crimes. In New York State, during the 
year 1941, the Je"rish population constituted 17% of the 
total; yet the adult offenses committed by Jews comprised 
only 9.6% and the juvenile offenses, 3.3%. 42 The Jew is 
more prone to transgress the law by means of illegal mani-
pulations than by acts of violence. 43 In crime, it is 
arson rather than murder, destruction of property rather 
than of people, exploitation of the vices rather than crimes 
of violence. 44 
The statistical evidence supports the notion that Je,.,s 
are not involved in hostile-aggressive, anti-social behavior 
to the extent of their representation in the population. 
Theoretical evidence supports the idea that Je1'TS have major 
problems in expressing hostile-aggressive impulses. 
41L. Hersch. Jewish and non-Jewish criminality in 
Poland, 1932-1937. In Yivo Annual of Jewish Social Science. 
New York: Yiddish Scientific Institute, YIVO, 1946, 1, 
178-194. 
42N. Goldberg. The law abiding American Jew. Nat. Jew. 
~., 1945, 59, 323-333. 
43Loewenstein, QE. cit. 
44Anonymous, £2• cit., p. 251. 
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Summarr and Hypotheses 
From the relevant studies, three major issues have been 
raised: the multi-dimensionality of Jewish group identifica-
tion; the relationship between Jewish group identification 
and the expression of hostility; and a comparison of the ex-
pression of hostility in crimina.l offenses between Jews and 
non-Jews. 
In the Jewish group, the preferred group-sanctioned 
pattern of behavior with regard to hostility is one of disap-
proval of its behavioral expression • .An individual's iden-
tification with his group and the quality of his evaluation 
and internalization of the group approved modes of expression 
has been noted. .A.t the exPremes of identification, the de-
fensive processes of denial and reaction-formation have been 
discussed. In the under-identified group, there is denial of 
Jewish group identification maintained through reaction-
formation resulting in internalization of the majority group 
attitude. At the other extreme, that of over-identification, 
there is denia~ of the majority group attitude maintained 
through reaction-formation resulting in an over-intensified 
internalization of the minority group attitudes. In both 
instances, the defensive processes lea.d to decrease in hos-
tile expression. In the intermediate group, the evaluative 
appraisal of both minority and majority group attitudes and 
sanctions minimizes conflict, and since no defenses are acti-
vated, allows for greater freedom of expression. 
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These theoretical considerations lead to the following 
hypothesis: 
1. There is a curvilinear relationship between Jewish 
group identification and hostile expression. 
Operational hypothesis: 
High and low scores on Jewish identification 
will be associated with low hostility scores, 
and intermediate scores on Jewish identifica-
tioD will be associated with high hostility 
scores. 
The same theoretical considerations are applicable to 
the second hypothesis, which deals with a comparison or Jews 
aJuLnon-Jewa on hostile expreasion. Clinical studies note 
the historical and dynamic development in Jews of the diffi-
culties in the expression o.f hostility. Statistical reports 
appear to support the notion that Jews, as a group, are in-
volved in hostile-aggressive, anti-social behavior to a 
lesser degree than their representation in the general popu-
llsion. It is appropriate to investigate the "clatms" of low 
hostile expression in Jews, in ter.ms or both mode and inten-
sity of hostility. Since tne sanctions of the Jewish group 
express disapproval of the behavioral expression of hostility, 
the .following hypothesis will be investigated& 
2. Jews as a group show lower hostile expression 
than a similar non-Jewish group. 
Operational hypothesis: 
In the modalities o.f hostility to be investi-
sated, the Jewish sample will obtain lower 
mean scores than the non-Jewish sample. 
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Identification with the Jewish group, it has been ob-
served, may be achieved in a variety of ways, and in any one 
or more of several areas. These include racial, religious, 
national, and cultural identification, and also involve 
attitudes towards anti-Semitism, as well as the media of 
the arts and the language. "Indeed, even bagels and lox 
seem to be potent agents ot Jewish group cohesion." 45 
-The difficulties in attempting to define the Jews by any 
single categorical statement is further evidence of the 
variety of possibilities of identification with the group. 
An attempt will be made in this study, through factor-
analytic techniques to determine how many meaningful dimen-
sions of Jewish group identification may be described. 
Hypothesis 1 will be tested, using these dimensions of 
Jewish group identification and their relationship to 
hostility. 
45sarnoft, Judaism. ~· cit. 
CHAPTER III 
IIIIETHOD AND PROCEDURE 
The first part of this chapter will deal with the 
population sample of this study and its relationship to 
other statistical studies of the Jewish population in the 
United States. Following this, the specific measuring 
instruments will be discussed. The last section will deal 
with the statistical procedures utilized in this investi-
gation. 
The Research Sample 
Thirty-four different Jewish organizations were con-
tacted for participation in this study. Actual participa-
tion was obtained from thirty-one groups. This study deals 
with adult male Jews. Although women, non-Jews, Jewish men 
over sixty-five, and boys under eighteen participated, they 
were not included in the study. Also excluded were those 
respondents whose responses were incomplete or unscorable. 
For purposes of presentation, the groups have been categor-
ized and the distribution and response of all the partici-
pating groups are indicated in Table 1. The specific 
groups who participated are listed in Appendix A. 
The degree of response to the study varied widely from 
group to group. The percentage of response of the partici-
pating groups is indicated in Table 2. 
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Table 1 
The Distribution and RespODBe of the Research Sample 
lfo. 
Group No. No. IndiTe Non- Soorable 
Categor,- Grps. Distri'b. ll•P• Male Female Jews Males 
OrthodOx 8a 301 36 36 
- -
32 
OonserTative 4 183 54 51 3 46 
Reform 2 148 58 56 2 51 
Rabbinical 2a 30 10 10 
--
10 
Stud.eJLt 4 127 64 31 33 31 
Fraternal 2 130 46 33 13 31 
La'bor 4a 102 22 18 4 17 
Bd11.catora 4 107 52 26 26 25 
other 4 122 7' 57 
' 
13 57 
34 1250 418 318 87 13 300 
aOne ,;roup in eaoh category did aot :reapoa, leaTiag a total of 31 
responding gro11.ps. 
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Table 2 
Percent Response ot Participating Groups 
Group Percent Percent Perc. Scorable 
Category Distrib. Reap. Male Responses 
Orthodox 24·2 12.0 11.4 
Couena.tive 14.6 29.5 15.2 
Reform 11.8 39.2 16.9 
Rabbinical 2.4 33·3 3·3 
Student 10.2 50·5 10.2 
Fraternal 10.4 35·4 10.2 
Labor 8.2 21.6 5·6 
Educators 8.5 48.5 8.2 
Other 9·7 62.3 19.0 
100.0 33·4a 100.0 
aAveraee total percent response. 
Graphic representation of the research sample for the 
different groups of religious preference in terms of age, 
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education, occupation and income is shown on Figs. 1, 2, 3, 
and 4. The complete data is presented in Appendix B. 
The Research Population as Representative of the Jewish 
Population of the United States. 
According to recent statistics, the Jewish population 
of the United States in 1957 numbered 5,255,000 persons, 
comprising 3.09% of the total population of the country. 
The Jews are highly urban, 87.4% living in cities. Thirty-
eight percent of the Jews live in New York alone; 59% in 
New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Philadelphia, and Boston; 
and 70% live in thirteen of the largest cities in the 
country. 1 
When compared with the general population, the Jew tends 
to be older, have more educa,tion, marries later in life, has 
a higher occupational level, has fewer children, and probab-
ly earns a higher average annual income. 2 While these sta-
tistics and this information are readily available as overall 
population data, it is too general for the purposes of this 
study. A more careful look at some of the specific statis-
tics is warranted. 
1E. Rosenthal. Five million American Jews. Commentary, 
1958, 26, 499-506. 
2A. Chenkin. Jewish population of the United States, 
1957. Amer. Jew. Yearbook, 1958, 59, 3-17. 
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Religious Preference 
The problem of grouping Jewish people into different 
categories of religious preference is an immense one. Such 
criteria as synagogue membership, synagogue attendance, 
degree of ritual observance, or any ot~r single criterion, 
or combination of criteria present an inadequate and subjec-
tive indication of a person's religious identification 
within the framework of Judaism. Religious preference, as 
used here, is defined as an attitude, as an ideological 
orientation, rather than as something which is necessarily 
expressed in terms or particular actions or behavior. 
Statistics to indicate differences in Jewish religious 
preferences are not readily available. Table 3 cites two 
studies: the Riverton Study, 1952, 3 and the Los Angeles 
Study, 1953, 4 which give the percentages of adults in terms 
or their religious preferences, as compared with the present 
study. 
The research sample, when compared to these studies, 
is consistent with both in terms of the percentage of Ortho-
dox ~ews; is midway between the two studies in terms or the 
Conservative Jews; is higher than both studies for Reform 
Jews; and is consistent with the Riverton Study with refer-
ence to the Non-Identified Jews. 
3M. Sklare, M. Vosk, & M. Zborowski. Forms and expres-
sions of Jewish identification. Jew. soc. Stud., 1955, 17, 
205-218. 
4F. Ma.ssarik. A Report Q!! the Jewish Population of Los 
Angeles. Los Angeles Jewish Community Council, 1953, 16-72. 
Table 3 
Comparison of Research Sample with other Jewish Samples accord~ng to 
Religious Preference 
ReligioUs Riverton Los Angeles Research Sample Sam~le S7le Preference % 
Orthodox 16 17 17 
CouerTative 43 21 32 
Reform 30 30 40 
lion-Identified 11 32 11 
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The median age is said to be higher for Jews than for 
the general population. This is based largely on compar'ing 
individually compiled city studies of the Jewish population 
against the nationa 1 average. In Washington, D. c., in a 
study done in 1956, the median age for Jewish males was 31.0 
years. 5 A similar study done in New York City at about the 
same time gave the median age for Jewish males as 36.3 
years. 6 In a more comprehensive study dealing with the 
Jewish population of Los Angeles in 1953, the average age is 
almost 40 years. 7 
In the present research, the mean age for the research 
sample is 41.3 years, and thus appears to represent a 
slightly older population than previous studies would indi-
cate. However, it must be kept in mind that in other studies, 
the mean age is calculated using the full range from year 
one. It would be expected, therefore, that the mean age of 
the research sample would be higher than in those studies 
which include the ages of infants and children in computing 
the mean. 
In terms of the ages for the different Jewish religious 
groups, the rank order in the present study is similar to 
that in the Los Angeles study. In the latter case, from 
old.est to youngest, the groups rank as follows: Orthodox, 
5chenkin, 212.• cit. 
6Ibid. 
7Massarik, Q12.. cit. 
Non-Identified, Reform, and Conservative. In the present 
study, the groups range: Non-Identified, Orthodox, Reform, 
and Conservative. 
Based on i"lhat limited comparative studies a.re available, 
the research sample compares favorably in presenting a pic-
ture which is consistent with the age of the general male 
adult Jewish population. 
Education 
There have been many studies which cite statistics on 
education among Jews. For this study, Table 4 presents 
only those which specify education of adult males, 8, 9 
since this is the composition of the research sample. The 
research sample, when compared to four other studies, repre-
sents an adult male population whose educational attainment 
is considerably higher than the other studies cited. 
Occupation 
The common finding, with reference to the occupational 
groups of Jewish men, indicates that 80% or more of the Jews 
are in the categories of professional, technical, managerial, 
proprietorial, clerical, and sales. 10 l\i.Iany classifications 
combine the first two into the top occupational level; the 
second two into the second occupa.tional level; 1.-.rith clerical 
and sales in the third and fourth levels. The percentage of 
8chenkin, QE• cit. 
9rJiassarik, £12• cit. 
lOchenkin, supra. 
Table 4 
Comparison of Research Sample with other Jewish Samples according to 
Edll.oational Achienment 
Des Wash. Los Research 
Canton Moines D.C. Allgeles Sample 
Educational 1955 1956 1956 1953 1959 Achievement 
"' 
~ ~ % % 
Less than 12th grade 29·3 24.5 16.0 23.7 5·7 
12th grade or higher 70.6. 69.8 81.1 74.8 93.6 
14th grade o~ higher 42.0 31·1 64.6 43.6 81.3 
16th grade or higher 26.1 18.8 49.0 27.1 54·0 
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ffewish males in the top four occupational levels is consi-
derably higher than the general population. 11 Table 5 
presents several studies with which to compare the resear-ch 
sample. l2, 13, 14 Due to the variability with 'vhich other 
studies present their statistics, for comparison purposes, 
the occupational groups were combined as shown. 
Thus, while the total proportion of rna les in the -9resent 
study in the four occupational classifications noted is 
somewhat higher than the other studies, the propor·tion in 
each of the top pairs is within the range of the other 
studies. .All in all, however, it would appear that the 
occupational classification of the research sample is some-
what higher than the average Jewish male population. 
Income 
Statistics for annual income for any population are 
fraught with doubt and question as to the accuracy of the 
reporting. This is the case in spite of assurances of con-
ficientiality and anonymity. Only one study "\ATas found which 
reports income of Jewish people: the L:>s Angeles Study, 15 
and here, the income is analyzed according to religious 
llibid. 
12u. z. Engleman. J:.ledurbia. Contemp. Jew. Eec., 1941, 
4, 339-348. 
13Massarik, 2.2.• cit. 
14chenkin, Q.E• cit. 
l5rvra s sa rik, supra. 
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Table 5 
Comparison of Research Sample with other Jewish Samples according to 
Occupational Classification 
Los Des Wash. Research 
Hedurbia Angeles CSD.toa Moines n.c. Sample 
Occupational 1938 1953 1955 1956 1956 1959 
Classification 
" " " " " " 
Prof'. & !eoh. , 28.5 5().8 68.8 66.5 62.4 59.0 Mgr. & Prop. 
Clerical & Sales 41.0 28.3 14-4 2;.6 20.8 ;1.; 
Totals 
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preference. In Table 6, both the mea.n income and the rank 
order are given for comparison with the present research 
sample. 
While the mean incomes of the research sample are con-
siderably higher than those in the Los Angeles study, the 
order of the Orthodox, Conservative and Reform groups is 
similar, with the exception of the placement of the Non-
Identified group. 
Two possible reasons are presented to explain the dif-
ference between the mean incomes of the two studies. First, 
the Los Angeles study was made in 1953, vrhile the present 
study was made in 1958. In these five years, the general 
income level has increased. Secondly, while the Los Angeles 
study gave anonymity and confidentiality of individual in-
come figures, they were obta.ined through personal interviews, 
with people in their own homes, and so, the subjects saw it 
was possible that their own report of income could conceiv-
ably be identified. Since that study was done by a Je\lrish 
Community Council group, the auther felt that people might 
ha.ve hesita.ted to indicate their true income, and reported 
a lov.;er one, since solicitations for religious and/or chari-
table causes often utilize income figures in requesting 
donations. In the present study, the technique used and the 
fact that the study was conducted by an inciependent investi-
gator, not associated with any Jewish or-ganization, may have 
contributed to obtaining truer figures. It is possible, 
43. 
'l'a.ble 6 
Comparison of Research Semple to Loa Angeles Sample according to 
Religious 
Preference 
Orthodox 
Cons ens. ti ve 
Ret om 
Non-Identified 
Income Rank and Religious B:reference 
Los Angeles 
1953 
Mean 
Incoae 
5,700 
7,400 
2 
1 
4 
Research Sample 
1959 
Mean 
Income 
7,600 4 
3 
14,000 1 
10,900 2 
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however, that the research sample may actually have a 
higher mean income than was found in the Los Angeles study. 
Summa~ of Research Sample. 
Compared with other studies of the Je,·rish male popu-
lation, the means of the research sample are similar with 
respect to age; are weighted towards a higher proportion of 
Reform Jews; have a higher educational level, occupational 
classification, and income. Rather than representing the 
"average middle class Jewish male", the research sample 
appears to represent a picture of the upper middle class 
Je'ltlish male. 
Specifically, the statistically average subject in this 
study has a mean age of 41.3 years, has had 15.4 years of 
formal education, is at an occupational level just below 
managers and. proprietors of medium sized businesses (level 
of 2.3), 16 and. earns about ;~11,006 per year. He is most 
likely to be Reform in his religious preference. 
16The occupational classification system used in this 
study is from: W. L. Warner, M. Meeker & K. Flls. Social 
Class in America. Chicago: Science Research Associates, 
1949. 
The following ar·e the specific occupational groupings 
with their numerical score: (1) executives and proprietors 
of large concerns and major professionals, (2) managers 
and proprietors of medium sized businesses and lesser pro-
fessionals, (3) administrative personnel of large concerns, 
O\~ers of small independent businesses and semiprofession-
als, (4) owners of little businesses, clerical and. sales 
workers and technicians~ (5) skilled workers, (6) semi-
skilled workers, and (7 J unskilled workers. (Thus the 
mean occupational level of 2.3 would fall beti"leen 2 and 3 
in the above scale. ) 
The Scale 21: Jewish Group Identification 
Previous studies 
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Although there have been a number of scales developed 
to measure Jewish identification, ~7, 18, 19 none have 
investigated its various dimensions in the manner to be 
used in this study. The present study has a.s one if its 
purposes the investigation of the varieties of Jewish iden-
tification using a factor-analytic technique. 
Present instrument 
As the initial step in developing a scale for use in 
this study, a pilot sample or one hundred Jewish men was 
obtained. These subjects consisted of thirty men in each 
of the religious groups: Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform, 
and ten men who classified themselves as non-identified with 
any Jewish religious preference. All subjects were given a 
scale of 150 statements, composed or items dealing with many 
facets of Jewish life and tapping a variety of attitudes 
concerning Jews. These items were mainly obtained from 
existing scales of Jewish identification, ethnocentrism, 
l7L. Geismar. A scale ror the measurement of ~thnic 
identification. Jew. ~· Stud., 1954, 16, 33-61. 
l8B. Lazerw1tz. Some factors in Jewish identification. 
Jew. soc. Stud., 1953, 15, 3-24. 
19I. D. Rinder. Jewish identification and the race 
relations cycle. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Univ. 
of Chicago, Dept. of Sociology, 1953. 
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and anti-Semitism. 20• 21• 22, 2,, 24, 25, 26 The 150 items 
were divided into three forms, each form similar to the 
others. The three forms were administered one week apart 
in a random order. Thus, in the Orthodox group, 10 subjects 
completed the scales in ABC order, 10 others in a CAB order, 
and the last 10 in a BOA order. This procedure was followed 
throughout the pilot study. Comments and suggestions from 
the subjects were encouraged regarding the items. The items 
were constructed to be answered on a six point scale; 
from -3, -2, -1 (disagree) to •1, ~2, •3 (agree). Appendix 
C presents the forms of the pilot study scales. 
The items were scored with a score of six given to the 
response judged to represent the highest identification and 
a score of one for the lowest 1dent1fica.tion. Two indepen-
dent judges aided the investigator in the task of judging 
2°Geismar, Q.I!• cit. 
21I.e.zerwitz, Q.I!. cit. 
22Rinder, Q.I!·· cit. 
23J. Adelson. A study of minority group authoritarianism. 
In M. Sklare (Ed.), The Jews. Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 
1958, 475-492. 
24n. J. Levinson & R. N. Sanford. A scale for the 
measurement of anti-Semitism. J. Psychol., 1944, 17, 
339-370. 
25T. W. Adorno, et al. The Authoritarian Personality. 
New York: Harper, 1950. 
26M. Kraus. Assimilation, authoritarianism, and Judaism: 
a social-psychological study of Jews at Harvard. Honors 
essay, Harvard College, 1951. 
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the items on the basis of high or low identification. Con-
flicting items were discarded, a:s were unclear and con-
fusing statements. Items which yielded, at least, a 75-25 
split on an agree disagree basis were retained. 
While the items had been categorized by the investi-
gator into six areas of Jewish identification, i.e., Gener-
al, Eeligious, Eacial, National, Cultural, and Defensive on 
an a priori basis, further judgments were desirable to con-
firm the ca.tegorizations. For this purpose, nine judges 
were selected to categorize the items. They were given 
cards describing each category and were told to place each 
item in the category in which they judged it to fit best. 
A Miscellaneous category was also included. This was 
for items the judges could not place in any of the other 
categories. The judges were free to use as many or as few 
categories as they wished, with no instruction as to any 
specific number of items to be placed in any category. 
Ea.ch item was judged by three different judges in addition 
to the investigator. The results of the four judgments are 
presented in Table 7. 
From the agreement of the judges and the range of res-
ponses from the subjects in the pilot study, 78 items were 
finally selected. Of these, there were 10 in each of the 
six categories or areas of identification, and 18 items 
upon which the judges disagreed, but on which the subjects 
responded in wide range. These were retained as a :Miscel-
laneous category. 
Category 
Genera.l. 
Religious 
llaoial 
lfstioel 
Cultural 
DefeDSi"f'e 
Miscellaneous 
Totals 
Tale 7 
SUJU118.17 ot Judges • Categorization ot Items 
100J' 
Agreement 
9 
10 
10 
15 
12 
14 
0 
70 
7~ 
Agreement 
16 
7 
2 
1 
9 
19 
1 
55 
50% 
Agreement 
12 
~ 
2 
2 
1 
0 
5 
25 
48 
Totals 
~7 
20 
14 
18 
22 
~3 
6 
150 
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This final form of the scale (Scale of Jewish Identifi-
cation)" was then administered to the research sample. After 
returns were compiled and unscorable tests discarded, a 
total of 300 were retained. All the tssts were scored from 
a scoring key which converted all scores to a six-point 
scale, 1-.rith the high score receiving six points and the low 
score receiving one point. All tests were scored in two 
differ·ent ways, independently, to minimize chance of err·or. 
From information on the face sheet of the test, addi-
tional data 1"1as obtained on meaningful social var·iables. 
These included: age, education, occupation, income, and reli-
gious preference. A sample of the face sheet and the final 
form of the Scale is shown in Appendix D. 
Scores for all subjects on all items were entered on a 
frequency tally sheet. With all items arranged on a six-
point scale, the frequencies on each item were dichotomized 
at the category closest to the median. A coded score of one 
was arbitrarily assigned to the high scores, and a coded 
score of zero to the low scores. This dichotomy was neces-
sary in order to compute tetrachoric correlations among the 
items. These intercorrelations among the items of the 
Scale of Jewish Identification were computed comprising a 
78 X 78 correlation matrix. 
For pur-poses of testing replicability, the 78 X 78 
matrix was split into two 39 X 39 correlational matrices, 
each half having 39 items distributed equally among all 
categories of Jewish identification. These matrices \-.rill 
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be re f'e rred. to as Ma. t rix A (it ems 1-39 ) , and ~-18 t rix B (items 
40-78). The data of tetrachor1c correlation matrices A and 
B were programmed on an IBM 704 computer to extract the 
unrotated fa.ctors (eigenvectors~. The method of extraction 
of' factors used was the Hotell1ng method which extracts 
as many factors as there are items in decreasing magnitude 
of' variance. The Hbtel~ing method of' principal components 
is more objective and allows for greater computational 
precision than the centroid method. 
In order to account f'or a major part of the total vari-
ance with fewer variables, th$ data of the unrotated factor 
matrices were programmed for factor rotation by the use or 
OBLIMIN~ an oblique factor rotation program for computation 
on the IBM 704 computer. With slightly more than 60% of the 
total variance accounted for in the first eight unrotated 
factors on each matrix and with each subsequent factor con-
tributing three percent or less of'the total variance, it was 
decided tb.a.t the use of' more than eight unrotated factors 
would be unrewarding, and would not significantly contribute 
to the results. 
The first eight unrotated factors were programmed for 
oblique factor rotation, and convergence to simple structure 
wa.s obtained. Following this, individual factor scores were 
obtained by computation of' each individual's coded scores on 
the Sca.le or J"e'\'rish Identification with the weighted factor 
coefficient for each item. Finally, the intercorrelations 
between the hostility scores and the factor scores were 
computed using the BEATON correlation program on the IBM 
650 computer. 
Intercorrelational matrices were obtained on the 5 
social scores, the 11 hostility scores, and the 8 rotated 
factor scores on matrices A and B. The intercorrelations 
between the social scores and hostility scores comprised 
a 5 x 11 matrix; between the rotated factor scores on each 
matrix and the hostility scores, an 8 x ll matrix; between 
the social scores and the rotated factor scores on each 
matrix, a 5 x 8 matrix; and between the rotated factor 
scores on matrix A and the rotated factor scores on matrix 
B, an 8 x 8 matrix. 
Hostility Inventory 
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The measure or hostility utilized in this study was 
the Hostility- Inventory developed by Buss a.nd Durkee. 27 
This inventory is comprised ot 15 items to be answered true 
or false. The total inventory includes eight sub-scales, 
seven or which are hostility scales, with the eigth being 
the sub-scale of Guilt. The hostility sub-scales are: 
Assault, Undirected Hostility, Irritability, Verbal Hostility, 
Nega.tivism, Resentment, and Suspicion. A sample of the 
complete Inventory-and definitions or the sub-scales are 
presented in Appendix E. 
27A. H. Buss & Ann Durkee. An inventory for assessing 
different kinds or hostility. J. consult. Psychol., 1957, 
21, 343-349. 
The hostility sub-scales of the Inventory were sub-
jected to factor-analysis, and two factors were extracted: 
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Factor I, an attitudinal component, involves the expression 
of hostility via. emotions and attitudes, and Factor II, a 
motoric component, involves the expression of hostility 
directly via overt physical action. The sub-scales compris-
ing Factor I are Resentment and Suspicion. Those comprising 
Factor II are Assault, Undirected Hostility, Irritability, 
and :ierbal Hostility. 
In the present study, the scores which were utilized 
in the Hostility Inventory consisted of scores on each sub-
sca,le, as well as the scores on Factor I, Factor II, and a 
Total Score, comprising all seven hostility sub-scales. A 
total of 11 measures were utilized. 
Although the Hostility Inventory possesses logical and 
face validity, there have been no published validation 
studies up to this time. The validity, which it does claim, 
is through item-writing techniques, item analyses, and via 
minimizing the chances of obtaining responses which reflec-
ted social desira.bi li ty. This was effected by providing 
the subject with an acceptable rationale for answering an 
item affirmatively. The following is an example. "I get 
into fist-fights. 11 It would be socially undesirable to 
answer 11 true". However, by rewording the item: "'When I am 
provoked, I get into fist-fights", it is not socially unde-
sira.ble to answer "true". 
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In order to help determine the validity of the Hosti-
lity Inventory against an, external criterion, a quasi-
sociometric technique was chosen. Previous studies have 
found this approach to be reliable and valid. 28, 29, 30, 31 
In this study, representative items from each or the sub-
scales of the Hostility Inventor.y were selected and re-
~~rded for use in the sociometric scale. Items were chosen 
for their ratability by an external criterion. This criteri-
on consisted of using a college fraternity group. Each 
student rated all other students in the fra.terni ty on the 
sociometric items. All men in the fraternity had known and 
lived with each other from six months to more than two years. 
The subjects were 20 Jewish college fraternity students, 
ages 19-22. 
The procedure followed was the administration of the 
sociometric scale, followed one week later by the adminis-
tration of the Hostility Inventory. The directions for ad-
ministration and the sociometric scale are presented in 
Appendix F. 
28];. Byrd. A study of validity and constancy of scores 
in a sociometric test. Sociometry, 1951, 14, 175-181. 
29B. Danielsson. Some attractions and repulsion patterns 
among Jibaro Indians. Sociometrr, 1949, 12, 83-105. 
30Helen H. Jennings. Leadership and Isolation. 2nd ed. 
New York: Longmans, Green, 1950. 
31J. L. l'Ioreno. Who Shall Survive? Washington, D.C.: 
Nervous and Mental Disease MOnograph, No.58, 1934. 
Essentially, the procedure was a measur-e of self-
ratings vs. ratings by external judgments. The statisti-
cal measure used was rank difference correlation (rho). 32 
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The statistical results ar·e presented in Table 8, and indi-
cate that the correlations between the Hostility Inventory 
scores and the sociometric scale are significant at the 
.01 level for the hostility scores: Factor I, Factor II, 
and Total Hostility. The correlation on the Guilt sub-
scale was not significant. 
It would seem apparent on the basis of the correla-
tiona obtained that the validity of the Hostility Inven-
tory is a function, in part at least, of the observability 
of the features ~,vithin the Inventory. 11\lb.ile behavior 1.rJhich 
is assaultive is easily observable and easily rated by 
exter·nal judges, feelings of guilt are certainly not as 
easily rated, since their observability is minimal to all 
but the most experienced clinical observer. 
Reliability of the sociometric scale was tested for 
all twenty-five of the sociometric scale items. The method 
was that used by Ebel 33 by which r-eliability of a test is 
estimated by a simple two-way analysis of var-iance. The 
reliability reflects the concordance of judgments among the 
32Q. McNemar. Psychological Statistics. New York: 
Wiley & Sons, 1949, 226. 
33R. L. Ebel. Estimation of the reliability of a 
rating. Psychometrika, 1951, 16, 407-424. 
fable I 
Correlation between Hostility Inventory Scores 
and Socioaetrie Scales Scores 
Score Correlation a t b 
Factor I .72 Z.75 
Factor II .75 •• 09 
Guilt ••• 1.$1 
Total Hoatilit'1 .76 4.22 
a Rank Ditterence Correlation (rho). 
b 13 degrees ot treedom. 
0 !Wo•tailed teat. 
p 0 
.o1 
.o1 
n.a. 
.001 
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judges. The mean reliability for coefficients for the 
eight sub-scales are presented in Table 9. The list of 
reliability coefficients for each item is presented in 
.Appendix G. 
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The range of reliability coefficients clearly is ana-
lagous to the range of validity correlations noted earlier, 
and the ex9lanation '\'rould appear to be similarly anale_gous. 
It was felt that the degree of validity and reliability of 
the Hostility Inventory was adequ~.te for group treatment of 
the derived data as utilized in the present study. 
The Hostility Inventory was ad:ninistered to the sub-
jects of the research sample at the same time as the Scale 
of Jei'rish Identification. All tests were scored and 
checked end the 11 hostility measures ivere obtaine-d on 
each subject. 
Table 9 
Mean Reliability Coef'f'ioients for the Socioraetric Sub..Soales 
Sub-seale 
Heu Reliability" 
Coefficient (1)a:)a 
Assault .91 
Undirected .87 
Irritability .88 
Verbal .89 
Negativism .85 
Resentment ·•J~ 
Suspicion .81 
Guilt .67 
&.rhese coef'fieients represst the mean of' the 
individual coefficients after zt conversion. 
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Introduction 
CHAPrER IV 
RESULTS 
The results of this study are concerned with four 
general iesues tbat were dealt with in this r·esearch: the 
relationship between Jewish group identification and hosti-
11 ty; hostile expression in the Je'ltrish and non-Jewish 
groups; the multi-dimensionality of the concept of Je,vish 
group identification; and the relationship of the derived 
factors of Jewish identification to ths expression of 
hostility. 
iiith reference to the first issue, the findings tend 
to support the hypothesized. curvilinear relationship between 
hostility and Jewish group identification. The intermea.iate 
group :::m the Scale of Jei~rish Identification obtained a high 
total hostility score, 'l,vhile the high and low groups on the 
SJI obtained l0\-7 scores on total r_ost i li ty. 
Concerning hostility in Jews and non-Jews, the experi-
mental results support the hypothesis that Jews show lower 
expression of total hostility than non-Jews. 
i'li th regard to the multi-dimensionality of Je,.vish group 
identification, the results of the factor-analysis "rill be 
presented. In general, the results indicated several 
dimensions of Je't'lish identification. 
Concerning the relationship bet'\'Teen the derived fac-
tors of Jewish identification and the expression of hosti-
lity, the correlational rna trices v·rill be presented. 1tlhile 
many of the relationships are statistically significant, 
the degree of correlation is relatively low. 
In addition to the results of these major issues of 
the study, further results will be presented as additional 
analyses. These deal with the relationship between social 
variables, rota,ted factors, and the hostility measures. 
The appropriate correlation matrices will be presented and 
the meaningful results analyzed. 
In the remainder of this chapter, the results will be 
presented in detail with the statistical analyses and 
conclusions. 
Hostili!Y and Jewish Group Identification 
The hypothesis concerning hostility and Jewish e:xooup 
i<ient ificat ion was stated as follows: 
Hypothesis 1: There is a curvilinear relationship between 
Jewish group identification and hostile 
expression. 
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This hypothesis stated opera.t iona lly is as follows: 
high and. low scores on the Scale of Je1r1ish Identification 
will be associated with lo''~ scor·es on the Hostility Inven-
tory, while intermediate scores on the Scale of Jewish Iden-
tification will be associated with high hostility scores. 
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As a preliminary test of this hypothesis, three pre-
liminary groups i.vere abstracted fr·om the research sample. 
Each group comprised 30 subjects and represented the lowest, 
middle, and highest 10% of the scores on the SJI. The hos-
tility scores of each group were graphically plotted to 
ascertain possible curvilinear·ity, at least by inspection, 
to aid in the determination of the proper statistical 
measure of relationship to be utilized. Graphic represen-
ta.tion of the major hostility scores for the preliminary 
groups is shown in Fig. 5. 
An analysis of variance of the difference of the means 
of the three preliminary groups on the total hostility score 
yielded an F of 3. 35 with 2 and 87 degrees of freedom, '\'!hich 
is significant at the .05 level. This is presented in 
Table 10.. Having demonstrated the variability among the 
three groups, the use of t-tests to investigate the locus 
of this variability was justified. The results of the 
t-tests are presented in Table 11. The complete analysis 
of variance data is shown in Appendix H. 
The results on the preliminary groups indicate that the 
relationship between SJI scores and the hostility scores is 
non-11:pear. ·The use of the product-moment correlation is 
thus not appropriate. The appropriate measure of curvi-
linear relationship is the correlation ratio (eta.), which 
is used in this study. 
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Table 10 
Mean Total Hostility Scale Scores for the Preliminary Groups 
Total Hostility 
Lowest 
10% 
22.67 
a 2 and 87 degrees of freedom. 
* significant at the .o.S level. 
:Middle 
10% 
29.23 
Highest 
10% 
22.20 
Fa 
3.35 * 
~ble 11 
Results ot t-tests between Prelillin8.17 Groups 
on Total Hostilit.y Score 
Prelillinary level of 
Groups ta significance b, c 
Lowest w. Middle 2.16 .05 
Middle n • Higbee t 2.31 .05 
Lowest '98. Higbee t 0.15 
·50 
a 56 degrees of freedom. 
b t of 2.00 is sign.ifioa.nt e.t the .e5 level. 
o '!'vo-tailed test. 
83 
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The results of the correlation between the scores on 
the SJI and the Hostility Inventory are presented in Table 
12. Only three of the scores do not reach the .05 level of 
significance. With 6 and 293 degrees of freedom, an F of 
2.14 is required at the .05 level, and an F of 2.90 at the 
.01 level. The correlation ratios required for these levels 
of significance are .21 and .24, respectively. 
By converting the scores on the SJI into stanine scores, 
then combining the end groups, a range of "eta-sevens" was 
obtained. Appendix I lists the range of SJI scores for the 
sta-seven categories. In this way, the scores of the entire 
research sample could be graphically plotted for more sensi-
tive inspection of the shape of the curve. The N and mean 
scores for each sta-seven on the hostility measures are in-
dicated in Table 13. The shape of the curve is sho'\fm in 
Fig. 6. For convenience of presentation, only the major 
scores a.re graphed. All the hostility sub-scales follow a 
simila.r pattern. All mea.sures have been graphed on the same 
scale by dividing the actual mean scores by the number of 
items on each measure. 
These r·esults and the shape of the observed curves 
support Hypothesis 1, which states tbat the relationship 
between Jewish group identification and hostility is curvi-
linear. The operational hypothesis is also supported in 
that the high and low groups on the SJI are associated with. 
low hostility scores, and the intermediate group on the SJI 
is associated with high hostility scores. 
Table 12 
Correlations between Total Identification Score and Hostili~ Scores 
Hostility 
Score 
OorrelatioD 
Jatio a F b, o level of significance 
Assault 
.15 1.12 n.s. 
Undirected 
-.21 2.25 .05 
IrritabUiv 
-.23 2.73 .05 
Verbal 
-.17 1.45 n.s. 
lfegati'risa 
-.19 1.83 n.s • 
ReseDtment • 23 2.7'~ .05 
Suspicion .21 2.25 .05 
Guilt d 
.27 3·84 .01 
Factor I .23 2.73 .05 
Factor II -.21 2.25 .05 
Total Bos tili ty 
-·24 2.99 .01 
a Algebraic signs assigned to eta on the basis of computation of 
proiuct-aoaent correlations. 
b 6 and 293 degrees of freedom. 
c to test whether correlation ratio is significantly different 
from zero. 
d Not included as a hostility seale in Total Hostilit,y score. 
Hostility 
Soores 
Assault 
Undirected. 
!able 13 
Distribution of Means of the Hostility Scores 
on the Scale of Jewieh Identification 
Sta.-aeven CateS2riea of Total Identification Score 
B:39 •=34 •=38 B=64 N:51 N=43 N:31 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
3·41 3·74 4·50 4·38 3·84 4.30 3·11 
3·90 4·15 4.68 4·77 3·13 4.07 3.39 
Irritability 5.18 4·79 5.68 5·56 4.20 5.21 3.71 
Verbal 6.67 7·50 6.84 6.83 6.49 6.72 5.48 
Negativism 2.44 2.26 2.76 2.59 1.92 2.30 2.00 
Resentment 1.69 1.38 2.11 2.;4 1.37 2.19 1.19 
Suspicion 1.64 1.76 2.82 2.63 1.76 2.47 2.29 
Guilt 2.85 3.15 3·19 4.16 3·13 4.67 4.65 
Factor I 3·33 3-15 4.92 4·97 3.14 4·65 3.48 
Factor II 19.15 20.18 21.71 21.53 18.25 20.30 16.35 
Total 
Hostility 24.92 25.62 29.39 29.11 23.31 27.26 21.84 
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Sta-seven Categories on the Scale of Jewish Identification 
Fig. 6. Scores on Hostility Scales and Scale of Jewish Identifica-
tion of total research sample. 
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Hostiliti ~ Jews ~ Non-Jews 
The hypothesis dealing with the comparison of hostile 
expression between Jews and non-Jews was stated as follows: 
Jews, as a group, show lower hostile ex-
pression than a similar non-Jewish group. 
This hypothesis was operationally stated as follows: 
in the modalities of hostilitJ to be investigated, the 
Jewish sample will obtain lower mean scores than the non-
Jewish sample. 
This hypothesis was tested by an analysis of the differ-
ences of the me~s on each sub-scale in the research sample 
and the normative sample. Table 14 presents these results. 
By inspection, it is evident that on all hostility scales 
except Negativism, the mean of the Jewish research sample is 
lower than that or the non-Jewish normative sample. The 
mean scores ot each greup were subjected to a t-test of 
significance. With 383 degrees or freedom, a toot 1.97 is 
require4 for significance at the .05 level, and a t of 2.59 
at the .01 level. These results tend to confirm the hypo-
thesis that Jews show less total hostile expression than 
non-Jews. The results also indicate that in most of the 
other hostility modalities, Jews tended to obtain lower 
scores. 
Multi-dimensionality of Jewish Group Identification 
The study of the various aspects of Jewish group identi-
fication was investigated via the development of the Scale 
!a"ble 14 
Significance of Hostility Scores betweea the Research Sample 
and the Normative Sample 
Hostility Normative Sa.ple a 
Score Mean 
Assault 5·07 
Ulldireeted 4·47 
Irritability 5·94 
Verbal 7.61 
NegatiTism 2.19 
Resentment 2.26 
Suspicion 3·33 
Guilt e 5·34 
!otal Hostility 30·81 
a Bon-Jewish Males, N = 85· 
b Jewish Males, I' • 300. 
c 383 degrees of freedom. 
d Two-tailed test. 
S.D. 
2.48 
2.23 
2.65 
2.74 
1.34 
1.89 
2.07 
1.88 
10.24 
Research Sample b 
Mean S.D. 
4.03 2.42 
4.15 2.25 
4·97 2.89 
6.67 2.82 
2.34 1.46 
1.81 1.88 
2.22 2.07 
3.88 2.27 
26.20 11.14 
e Not included as a hostility scale in the total Hostility score. 
* Significant at the .01 le•el. 
** Significant at the .001 level. 
t c, d 
3·47 ** 
1.15 
2.78 * 
2.72 * 
0.85 
1.94 
4·35 ** 
5·41 ** 
3·46 ** 
of Jewish Identification, utilizing factor-analytic tech-
niques. The results of the investigation are best pre-
sented in tabular form according to the chronology of the 
development of the instrument. 
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Appendix J presents the results of the categorization 
of the 78 i terns in the fina.l form of the Scale of Jevrish 
Identification. The items are in six areas of identification: 
General, Religious, Racial, National, Cultural, and Defen-
sive. Each area is composed of 10 items, with the remaining 
18 items listed in a. Miscellaneous category. In this same 
appendix, the frequency distribution of responses to each 
item is presented. In addition, the dichotomy of the items 
on the Scale is shown. This ·dichotomy was made a.t the cate-
gory closest to the median for each item. This was done in 
preparation for the computation of tetrachoric correlations, 
in which high and low identification items were arbitrarily 
coded l and 0, respectively. These dichotomies represent 
item eccentricities. 
Appendix K contains the 78x78 tetrachoric correlation 
matrix. Items l-39 comprise what will be referred to as 
Iviatrix A, and i tams 40-78, I'4atr1x B. 
Appendix L lists the tables of eigenvalues (amount of 
variance) of each eigenvector ( unrotated factor) in matrices 
A and B. 
Appendix M presents the highest factor loading for each 
item, and the factor to which this item loading is assigned. 
Appendix N presents the Rotated Factors. Each table 
shows the items within each factor, the item loading, and 
the area of Jewish identification into which the item was 
originally categorized. 
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Of particular relevance to the issue of the multi-
dimensionality of Jewish identification is the intercorre-
la.tion matr·ices of the rotated factor scores. These results 
are shown in Table 15. It will be noted that on both 
matrices, only one intercorrelation exceeds ±.40, this being 
on Ivlatrix B, between factors 1 and 4. The great mauority of 
the inter-correlations is of a very low order of r-elation-
ship, indicating their distinctive character and lending 
weight to the notion of the multi-dimensionality of the con-
cept of Jewish identification. 
The relationship of the rotated factor scores on Y~trix 
A to those on Y.Latrix B is shown in Table 16. It will be ob-
served that all the highest correlations are between the 
first four factors of the matrices, Factor 1 on each matrix 
shows a greater number of correlations above .30 than does 
any other factor. It will also be noted that factors 5 
and 8 on both matrices show the lowest correlations with 
the other factors. The statistical and clinical matching 
of the rotated factors and their description will be dis-
cussed in the following chapter. 
It is appropriate to examine the relationship of the 
rotated factor scores to the total identification score. 
• 
72 
Table 15 
Intercorrelation of Rotated Factor Scores a 
Matrix A 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Factor 1 
.13 .39 .07 .22 .38 .15 -.01 
Factor 2 .05 .13 .02 .o8 .16 .31 
Factor 3 .18 .18 .22 .15 .19 
Factor 4 .26 
-.19 -.05 .o6 
Factor 5 -.02 .02 .o5 
Factor 6 .13 -.02 
Factor 7 -.06 
Jlatrix B 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Factor 1 
-
.27 .18 .57 -.oo .o6 .23 .19 
Factor 2 .12 ~3 -.25 -.oo .29 -.08 
Factor 3 .17 -.25 .03 -.09 -.02 
Factor 4 .08 .15 .13 .n 
Factor 5 .05 
-.13 .17 
Factor 6 -.01 -.04 
Factor 1 
-.35 
a Product-moment correlations. 
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Table 16 
Intercorrelation of Rotated Factor Scores 
on Matrix A with Matrix B a 
lfatrix A 
Matrix B 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Factor 1 .55 .08 .75 .33 .;o .34 .13 .17 
Factor 2 .17 .41 .26 .12 .o5 .16 .35 .26 
Factor 3 .so .o8 .09 .09 .25 .17 .09 .o; 
Factor 4 .53 .o5 .61 -.04 .19 .38 .10 -.03 
Factor 5 -.o6 -.27 -.11 .o6 .o; -.10 -.16 -.18 
Factor 6 .33 .o6 .o6 -.14 .12 .13 -.06 .02 
Factor 7 .18 .32 .20 .02 -.30 .18 .16 .07 
Factor 8 
-.03 -.21 .15 .o5 223 -.03 -.03 .11 
a Product-moment Correlation 
Table 17 presents these results. The variability in the 
range of the correlations provides further impetus to the 
thesis of the multi-dimensionality of the concept of 
Jewish identification. 
A further indication of the multi-dimensionality of 
Jewish identification is evident upon examination of the 
variance of the first unrotated factor (see Appendix L). 
If Jewish identification were a unitary concept, then it 
would be expected that the majority of the variance would 
be accounted for in the first unrotated factor, at least 
50-60 percent. On both matrices A and B, the first un-
rotated fa.ctor accounted for only 25 and 26 percent of the 
variance, respectively. From the results presented, the 
hypothesis of multi-dimensionality or Jewish group identi-
fication is a tenable one. 
Hostility and the Rotated Factors of Jewish Identification 
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Tables 18 and 19 present the correlational data rele-
vant to the relationship between the rotated factor scores 
and the hostility scores. It will be noted that some fac-
tors show a generally negative relationship to the hostili-
ty measures, andoothers, a generally positive relationship. 
For example, scores on A-2 a.nd A-7 and B-2 and B-7 show a 
preponderance of minus correlations, while A-4 and B-3, B-5, 
and B-8 are generally positive. In addition, factors A-1, 
A-3, and B-1, B-4 show similar patterns of correlation. 
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Table 17 
Correlation of Rotated Factor Scores with Total Identification Score• 
Matrix A. Matrix B 
Factor 1 .75 .82 
Factor 2 .25 .43 
Factor 3 .72 .42 
Factor 4 .27 .67 
Factor 5 .34 .12 
Factor 6 .4.3 .21 
Factor 7 .24 .24 
Factor 8 .17 .07 
a Product-moment correlation. 
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Table 18 
Correlation between Hostility Scores and Rotated Factor Scores, N.a.trix A a 
Hostility Rotated Factor Scores c 
Scores 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Assault .16 -.14 .14 .20 -.19 .17 -.w -.17 
Undirected -.14 -.17 -.21 .08 -.16 .10 .13 .o6 
Verbal -.20 -.22 -.16 .13 -.23 -.15 -.12 -.15 
Irritability 
-.15 -.23 -.18 .18 -.15 -.16 .14 .13 
Negativism 
-.14 -.19 -.06 .21 -.10 -.14 -.19 -.14 
Resentment .12 -.19 -.11 .20 -.12 .14 -.17 -.21 
Suspicion .1.3 -.18 .1.3 .21 .13 .17 -.14 -.17 
Guilt b 
.20 -.18 .31 .17 .15 .18 -.18 .06 
Factor I .12 -.19 .13 .21 .12 .17 -.17 -.20 
Factor II -.18 -.23 -.18 .14 -.20 -.14 -.1.3 -.]J 
Total Hostility 
-.15 -.23 -.16 .19 -.15 .16 -.13 -.15 
a Correlation ratio (eta); algebraic signs were assigned on the basis of 
computation of product-moment correlations. 
b Not included as a hostility score in Total Hostility. 
c Correlation ratio of .21 is significant at the.f)5 level; 
correlation ratio of .24 is significant at the.Ol level. 
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Table 19 
Correlation between Hostility Scores and Rotated Factor Scores, :Matrix B >8 
Hostility Rotated Factor Scores c 
Scores 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Assault .13 -.13 .09 .11 .16 -.19 -.13 .10 
Undirected 
-·13 -.28 .13 -.19 .17 .09 -.15 .n 
Verbal 
-·13 -.18 .o6 -.19 .20 -.22 -.16 .12 
Irritability -.13 -.15 -.08 -.24 .23 -.21 -.19 .21 
Negativism .14 -.16 .09 -.19 .14 -.27 -.16 .12 
Resentment .12 -.25 .17 -.18 .15 -.20 -.27 .16 
Suspicion .14 -.19 .23 .15 .22 -.10 -.13 .17 
Guilt b .28 .13 .18 .24 .n .09 -.08 .21 
Factor I .13 -.24 .22 -.17 .18 -.15 -.21 .17 
Factor II 
-.13 -.21 .07 -.21 .20 
-·19 -.16 .16 
Total Hostility -.11 -.22 .10 .23 .21 -.21 .... 19 .17 
a Correlation ration (eta); algebraic signs were assigned on the basis of 
computation of produc-t;..moment correlations. 
b Not included as a hostility score in Total Hostility. 
c Correlation ratio of .21 is significant at the .05 level; 
correlation ratio dt .24 is significant at the .01 level. 
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In computing the F's to test for departure of the 
regression line from zero, the total N was 300, and the total 
number of groups was 7, since the scores were converted into 
"eta-sevens". Thus, for 6 and 293 degrees of freedom, an 
F of 2.14 is significant at the .05 level, and 2.90 at the 
.01 level. The results, having been computed in terms of 
eta, a correlation ratio of .21 is significant at the .05 
level, and .24 at the .01 level. A further general finding 
noted is that ¥latrix B has twice as many significant corre-
lations as Matrix A, and these for the most part, are at 
the .01 level of significance. 
An additional test is apppopriate when dealing with the 
correlation ratio. This is to test the significance of the 
departure of a regression line from linearity. While it 
has been demonstrated that the relationship between the 
total identification score and total hostility score is es-
sentially a curvilinear one, such demonstration is now pre-
sented using the rotated factors and specific hostility 
measures. This is shown in Fig. 7, which presents graphic 
examples of this phenomenon. While a given regression line 
may not significa.ntly depart from linearity, it may signi-
ficantly depart from the regression lines of other factors. 
In general, the sta.tistical findings confirm the vari-
ability in the factcbr structure noted earlier, a.s well a.s 
specific variability in relation to the hostility measures. 
The clinical meaning and significance of these relationships 
will be discussed in the next chapter. 
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Fig. 7. Hostility Scores and Rotated Factor Scores. 
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Additional Findings 
Two additional findings of this study concern the rela-
ship between certain social scores and. the rotated factor 
scores, as well a.s between the same social scores and. the 
hostility scores. The social scores with which this study 
is concerned are: age, education, occupation, income, and 
religious preference. In the last instance, the term, 
"preference", is defined as the stated and preferred affili-
ation of the individuals comprising the research sampJ.e, 
with Orthodox, Conservative, or Reform Judaism. In addi-
tion, there was a. "none" category for those subjects who had 
no stated or preferred affiliation. In order to deal with 
the scores of religious preference on a quasi-continuum, and 
in spite of knowing that they represent discrete units, the 
score stated as religious liberalism is computed as a con-
tinuum from Orthodox to Conservative to Reform to Non-
Identified. The Reform ~nd Non-Identified groups are opera-
tionally defined as more liberal in their r<eligious view-
points. 
The results of the relationship of the social scores and 
the rotated factor scores are presented in Table 20. On the 
score of religious liberalism, with 3 and 296 degrees of 
freedom, an F of 2.65 is significant at the .05 level, and 
3.88 at the .01 level. The F's in this paragraph refer to 
departure of a regression line from zero. Thus, correlation 
ratios of .16 and .20 are significant at the .05 and .01 
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Table 20 
Correlation of Social Scores and Rotated Factor Scores a 
Matrix A 
Social Scores 1 2 .3 4 5 6 7 8 
Agee 
-.16 -.09 .26 .29 .28 -.19 .14 -.15 
Education c 
-.20 .13 -.22 -.14 -.12 .11 .21 .07 
Occupation c 
-.2.3 .12 -.10 -.17 -.15 -.10 .28 .08 
Income c 
- • .35 -.o6 -.20 -.09 -.19 -.17 .17 -.10 
Religious b 
Liberalism 
-.57 .20 -.44 .21 -.22 -.28 .10 -.25 
Matrix B 
Social Scores 1 2 .3 4 5 6 7 8 
Age c 
.19 -.07 -.17 -.13 .12 -.22 -.18 -.10 
Education c 
-.25 .24 .07 -.13 -.20 -.24 .17 -.1.3 
Occupation c 
-.19 .12 -.ll -.ll -.17 -.22 .07 -.13 
Income c 
-.29 -.13 -.2.3 -.22 -.13 -.25 -.08 -.19 
Religious 
Liberalism b 
-.49 .25 - • .34 -.55 -.1.3 - • .35 -.16 -.16 
a Correlation ratio (eta); algebraic signs were assigned on the basis of 
computation of product-moment correlations. 
b Defined on a continuum from Orthodox to Reform affiliation preference} 
Liberalism defined as the opposite of orthodoxy. 
eta of .16 and .20 significant at the .05 and .01 levels. 
c eta of .18 and .21 significant at the .05 and .01 levels. 
levels, respectively. On all other social scores, with 4 
and 279, 4 and 292, and 4 and 293 degrees of freed.om, an 
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F of 2.41 is significant at the .05 level, and. an F of 3.41 
at the .01 level. Cor·relation ratios of .18 and .21 are 
significant at the .05 and .01 levels. 
One feature of the relationship between the social 
scores and rotated factor scores is worthy of mention at 
this time. It is that religious liberalism shOvJS signifi-
cant negative correlation with most factors. Among the ex-
cept ions are factors 2 and 7 on .Hatrix A, and. factor 2 on 
Matrix B. As in the previous sections, the interpretive 
analysis will be made in the following chapter, in which 
the meanings of the factors will be formulated, a.nd the 
significant relationships discussed. 
The results suggest that certain of the social scores 
have a significant relationship to particular rotated fac-
tor scores. It is suggested that age, education, income 
have similar relationships to the rotated factor scores. 
Occupation appears to be relatively unrelated. On factors 
A-1, A-3, B-1, and B-6, all social scores show significant 
relationships. The results pertaining to r·eligious liberal-
ism have been noted above. 
The second additional finding, which is pertinent to 
this study, is the relationship of the social scores to the 
hostility scores. These results are shown in Table 21. 
The levels of significance of the correlation ratios are 
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Table 21 
Correlation of Hostility Scores and Social Scores a 
Hostility Social Scores b Relig. 
Scores Age Educ. Occup. Income Liber.c 
J.ssault -.24 -.ll -.09 -.07 -.13 
Undirected 
- • .31 -.09 -.08 -.07 .13 
Verbal -.21 -.ll .03 -.o6 .12 
Irritability 
-.18 -.15 -.11 .12 .12 
Negativism .10 -.ll .14 .10 .07 
Resentment -.17 -.11 -.17 -.15 -.10 
Suspicion -.26 - • .22 -.25 -.20 -.20 
Guilt d .20 -.21 -.16 -.1.5 -.20 
Factor I -.24 -.18 -.23 -.20 -.16 
Factor II 
-.27 -.12 -.07 -.05 .09 
Total 
Hostility -.23 -.J5 -.13 -.08 .11 
a Correlation ratio (eta); algebraic signs were assigned on the basis of 
computation of product-moment correlations. 
b Correlation ratio of .18 and .21 significant at the tf>,5 and .01 levels. 
c Correlation ratio of .16 and .20 significant at the .05 and .01 levels. 
Religious Liberalism defined on a continuum from Orthodox to Reform 
affiliation preference, Liberalism defined as the opposite of orthodor,y. 
d Not included as a hostility score on Total Hostility. 
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as follows: for age, education, income, and occupation, eta's 
of .18 and .21 are significant at the .05 and .01 levels, 
with 4 and 293, 292, 279 degrees of freedom; and on reli-
gious liberalism, eta's of .16 and .20 are significant at 
the .05 and .01 levels with 3 and 296 degrees of freedom. 
Certain expectations are fulfilled in these relation-
ships. It is not unexpected that age would show negative 
correlations with the hostility scores. This is true of all 
the hostility scores, except negativism and guilt. The 
triad of education, occupation, and. income show similar 
patterns of negative correlation with the hostility scores. 
Since these social scores are highly intercorrelate;d, these 
results are not surprising. On the scale of religious 
liberalism, one finds that, in general, there is a positive 
correlation with the motoric hostility scores, with the 
exception of the assault scale, and a negative correlation 
with the scores which a.re classified as attitudinal host i-
li ty sca.les. 
Table 22 presents the results of the intercorrelations 
among the social scores. It will be noted that the inter-
correlations of age with the other scores are thB lowest. 
The hip:hest ·intercorrelations are among education, occupa-
tion and income. Religious liberalism shows significant 
correlation with the scores of education, occupation, and 
income. 
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Table 22 
Intercorrelations among Social Scores a 
Age 
Religious 
Education Occupation Income Liberalism b 
Age .oo .02 .13 .oe 
Education .52 .28 .26 
Occupation .40 .21 
Income .31 
Religious Liberalism 
a Product-moment correlation. 
b Religious Liberalism defined on a continuum from Orthodox to Reform 
affiliation preference; Liberalism defined as the opposite of orthodoxy. 
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The intercorrelations among the hostility scores are 
shown in Table 23. The sub-scales of Assault, Undirected, 
Verbal and Irritability comprise Factor II, the motoria 
hostility factor. These sub-scales show relatively high 
intercorrelations among themselves, as well as low correla-
tions with the sub-scales of Resentment and Suspicion. The 
latter sub-scales comprise Factor I, the attitud.inal hosti-
lity factor, which represents a different quality of hostile 
expression than does Factor II. 
The sub-scale of Negativism is not part of either 
Factor I or· Factor II, and its correlation with other sub-
scales, and the Factors which they comprise, bears out the 
discreteness of this sub-scale. Guilt, while not a hostili-
ty scale, certainly is not unrelated to hostility, and shows 
low, but positive correlation, to the other scales. It 
shows its highest correlation with attitudinal Factor I. 
The intercorrelations of the hostility scores appear to 
possess logical face validity in terms of their clincial 
relationship. The data of the research sample corroborate 
the findings of Buss and Durkee, the developers of the 
Hostility Inventory. 
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Table 23 
Intercorrelations among Hostility Inventory Scores a 
~ a "d ..-1 ~ $-CD !;:1 Ill s:: H ~ ~ Cl) 0 H H ~ 0 ~ Jj ..-1 ..-1 ~ Cl) ~ 0 J.c J.c ~~ j ~ ~ s:: ..-1 ~ 0 0 ~ ~ ' CD Pt ~ ~ 10 m ~ ~ ~ ~ g "' ~~ l> ~ J%.1 J2:.t 
.A.ssault .45 .52 .38 .29 .25 .29 .15 .30 .13 .67 
Undirected .51 .52 .28 .36 .30 .18 .31 .77 .72 
Verbal .55 .28 .33 .30 .14 .35 .83 .76 
Irritability .40 .53 .48 .37 .56 .eo .82 
Negativism .34 .33 .27 .31 .40 .54 
Resentment .62 .44 .89 .48 .68 
Suspicion .43 .91 .44 .66 
Guilt b 
.48 .27 .39 
Factor I (attitudinal) .51 .74 
Factor II (motoric) .95 
Total Hostility 
a Product-moment correlations. 
b Not included as a hostility score in Total Hostility. 
CHAPTER V 
DISCUSSION 
This study investigated four issues: the relationship 
of Jewish group identification to hostility, expression of 
hostility in lews and non-Jews, the multi-dimensionality of 
Je1-tish group identification, and the relationship of derived 
factors of Jewish identification to hostile expression. 
Infer·ences dra\\rn from the results of the stud.y are subject 
to the limitations imposed by the experimental design and 
the sample that was used. 
Hostility and Jewish Group Identification 
One of the major findings of this study was that sub-
jects whose scores 1-1ere at the extremes, both high and low, 
on the Scale of Jewish Identification (SJI) also obtained 
the lowest scores on total hostility. Conversely, subjects, 
whose scores were in the intermediate range on the SJI, 
obta.ined the highest scores on total hostility. While the 
values of the correlation coefficients do not readily per-
mit individual prediction, their statistical significance 
does permit generalizations concerning the relationship 
between hostility and Jewish group identification. 
The findings of the present research confirm the first 
hypothesis, which predicted a curvilinear relationship be-
tween hostility and Jewish group identification. The low 
hostility scores in the very high and very low identifiers 
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ma~ be conceptual!~ viewed as a resultant of the utilization 
of their identification as a defensive process. This verr 
identification serves to aYoid the anxiety which would be 
experienced by the outward expression of hostilit~. The 
over-identifier's position, with reference to hostility, may 
be described as follows: "The only good people are Jews, and 
'. 
the better a Jew one is, the better a person one is; and a 
good person does not outwardly express hostility". The 
under-identifier ma}' be seen in the following light: "The 
non-Jews are right, Jews are not good people, only non-Jews 
are good, the less of a Jew one is, the better a person one 
is; and a good person does not behave in a hostile way". 
The Jew whose identification is intermediate is not 
overly concerned with the rigid dichotomy of good vs. bad, 
as are the low and high identifiers. His identification is 
flexible and based on the sense of critical evaluation of 
impulses and their expression. He is not bound by this defen-
siveness, and is thus much more able to direct hostilit~ out-
ward when it is appropriate to do so. 
The extremes in identification, both high and low, were 
thus found to be similar to each other and different from-
the intermediate group in relation to total hostility. With 
reference to their Jewiah identification, the under-identi-
fiers are those individuals who, presumably, in an effort to 
assimilate with the majority group, attempt to deny their 
minority group identification, and internalize the negative 
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attitudes of the majority group towards the Jewish minority 
group. The perceived attitude of the major·ity group towards 
the Jew being a negative one, the assimilationist, or under-
identifier, seeking not to be identified as a Jew, attempts 
to inhibit any evidence of 11 badness 11 , any hostile impulse. 
Thus, the under-identifier, in attempting to deal with his 
position as a member of the Jewish group in a non-Jewish 
society, resolves the dilemma by denial and reaction-forma-
tion, thus siding with, or attempting to side with, the non-
Jewish majority. 
At the opposite extreme in identification, one finds 
those Jews whose identification is ultra-Jewish. They have 
been variously described and conceptualized as chauvinists, 
over-identifiers, extreme ethnocentrists, over-protesting 
their identification, etc. In this group of Jews, one sees 
that while the same mechanisms are operating as in the under-
identifiers, i.e., denial and reaction-for·mation, they oper-
ate in a different ma.nner. In the over-identifiers, the 
denia.l is activa.ted against the negative majority group 
attitude towards Jews and reinforced through reaction-forma-
tion, "rbich results in an over-exaggerated identification. 
Thus, the under-identifiers deny their Je,·lish identifi-
cation, while the over-identifiers deny the attitude of the 
majority group. Both utilize reaction-formation to maintain 
the denial. The und.er-identifier says, as it were, 11 I am 
not a Jew = bad, I am good"; while the over-identifier says, 
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"Jews are not bad, they are good, I am a Jew". In the ~ormer 
instance, the resultant is identi~ieation with the majority 
group, and in tae latter, a~~irmation and strengthening of 
the minority identification. 
The findings of this study indicate that the over- and 
under-identifying Jews are markedly similar in their ex-
pression of hostility. Furthermore, their identification 
may be understood on a conceptual level as involving the 
same defensive precesses, even though these processes are 
utilized differently. 
While it is an easy matter to perceive the under-
identifier's attitude as being antithetical to the minority 
group, the over-identifier appears to express attitudes 
which are very consistent with those of the Jewish minority 
group. In fact, the over-identifier presents markedly 
chauvinistic attitudes, ones which are over-exaggerations 
o~ the group patterns. It is this over-exaggerated attitude 
which is suggestive of the over-protesting that is often 
found to be indicative of the opposite underlying attitude. 
One cannot help but speculate whether the over-protesting 
attitudes of the over-identifier are not another way of 
reacting negatively to their group identity, but in a more 
hidden and disguised manner than is used by the under-
identifier. 
The findings of the similarity between the extreme 
identification groups on hostile expression in the present 
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study are corroborated in a very provocative study by Rinder. 1 
Be discusses the relationship_ of ideological extremes of 
Jewish identification from a sociological viewpoint. His 
findings showed a significant curvilinear relationship between 
Jewish identification scores and scores on a shortened version 
of the Authoritarianism Scale (F-Scale). Both extreme groups 
in identification obtained significantly higher scores on 
the F-scale than those of more intermediate identification. 
The findings or the present study find further corro-
boration in the work of Radke-Yarrow and Lande. 2 In their 
study of Jewish college students, they found highly signici-
cant correlations between scores on the Authoritarianism 
Scale and scores tapping both high Jewish ethnocentrism and 
high avoidance or Jewish identification. Jewish ethnocen-
trism may be said to be analagous to Jewish over-identifi-
cation. Thus, the inference that high scores on the F-scale 
are associated. with extremes of Jewish identification can 
be drawn. 
Both of these studies bear upon the similarity between 
the extreme identification groups. The viewpoint bas been 
11. D. R1nder. Pola.rities of Jewish identification: 
the personality of ideological .extremity. In M. Sklare (Ed.), 
The Jews. Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1958, 493-502 •. 
2Marion Radke-Yarrow & B. Lamde. Personality correlates 
of differential reactions to minority group belonging. 
i· soc. Psychol., 1953, 38, 253-272. 
expressed that Jewish-over-identification represents the 
other side of the coin to that of Jewish under-identifica-
tion, and that both extremes have significant features of 
underlying self-hatred and deprecation. 3, 4 
ifuile the findings relative to the first hypothesis 
have not been primarily concerned with the broader issues 
of the meaning and significance of Jev1ish over- and under-
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identification. The findings of this study, at times, bear 
directly upon these issues, and at other times only tangential-
ly. Some degr·ee of interpretation ana spEcul~ t ion "i'rould 
seem to be a.ppropriate at this point. 
The under-identifier, it has been hypothesized, attempts 
to resolve his dilemma as a minority group member by an 
effort to identify with the majority group. This means of 
resolution is reminiscent of the phenomenon of "identifica-
tion with the a.ggressor 11 , which is discussed in psychoana ly-
tic literature. 5 The findings of the present research in 
this respect are consistent with the impressions of 
Friedman 6 who, in dealing with the "need to belong" points 
out that negative belonging may frequently take the form of 
identification with the aggressor. 
3c. Greenberg. Self-hatred and Jewish chauvinism. 
Commentary, 1950, 10, 426-433. 
4K. Lewin. Self-hstred among Jews. Contemp. Jewish 
Reo., 1941, 4, 219-232. 
5Anna Freud. The Ego and the Mechanisms of Defense, 
Hogarth Press, London, 1937, 1~ 
6p. Friedman. Some remarks on the need to belong. In 
s. Noveck (Ed.), Judaism and Psychiatry. New York: National 
Academy for Adult Jewish Studies, 1956, 151. 
The notion of turning against one's o~m group by 
identification with the aggressor was a form of defense 
that helped to preserve the psychical integrity of many 
Jews in Nazi concentration camps during i'lorld War II. 7 
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As such, it was a. coping mechanism to handle the overwhelm-
ing a.nxiety of continual suffering. By becoming, in a 
sense, Jewish anti-Semites and identifying with the domi-
nant group, culminating in hatred for their own Jewish-
ness; they were able to preserve themselves. This iden-
tification with the dominant group, associated with self-
hatred and derogation, has been specifically noted by other 
writers. 8• 9 
These self-cri tica.l, self-derogatory attitudes have 
come to be discussed in the literature as .. Je'\oiiSh self-
r..atred", or Jewish anti-Semitism. In regard to the prob-
lem of self-hatred, Greenberg, lO in remarking on the 
"negativeu Jew, points out that this person flees his 
Jewisbness and expresses his self-hatred directly. This 
Jew openly admits that he dislikes Jews and things Jewish, 
and even though. he is a Jew himself, he will say that he is 
not like other Jews. 
7B. Bettelheim. Individual and mass behavior in ex-
treme situations. J. abnorm. soc. Psychol., 1943, 38, 
417-452. -
8G. l~ Allport. The Nature of Prejudice. Boston: 
Bea.con Press, 1954, 150-153· 
9Lewin, QQ• cit. 
1°Greenberg, QQ• cit. 
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Within the framework of the present research, the 
defense of the under-identifier is conceptualized as in-
volving an interna.lization of the majority group's negative 
attitude towards Jews. This very closely parallels the 
self-hatred of the "negative" Jew as cited above. The 
defensive processes are in keeping with Seward's ll concept 
of Jewish anti-Jewishness. Discussing the ambiguity of the 
Jew's position in a Gentile society and his attempts to 
come to grips with the problem, she states that in some cases 
the terms of the resolution are complete surrender, with a 
rejection of the Jewish world and an attempt at complete 
assimilation with non-Jews. The reaction-formation against 
the in-group may be so extreme as to lead to a denial of 
the "good" qualities, which even the most prejudiced non-
Jews recognize as existing in the Jewish stereotype. 
A similar viewpoint has been stated by Gold 12 in dis-
cussing the psychodynamic factors which have tended to in-
crease the incidence of psychosomatic disorders among Jews. 
He refers to inner-escapism, i.e., the tendency leading to 
identification with the dominant majority culture. This may 
be expressed in hysterical denials of cultural realities, 
leading to distortion and minimizing of the spiritual values 
11Georgene Seward. Psychotherapy and Culture Conflict. 
New York: Ronald Press, 1956, 248-283. 
12H. R. Gold. Can v-re speak of Je·t .. lish Neurosis? In 
S. Noveck (Ed.), Judaism and Psychiatry. New York: Basic 
Books, 1956, 155-160. 
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ot one's own people, and maJ provoke deep-seated inferi-
ority feelings, leading to self-hatred and self-demolition. 
Similar conclusioaa were drawn by Sarnoff 13 in a 
study in which he found that Jewish college students who 
scored high on a scale of Jewish anti-Semitism were likelJ 
to respond to externally tmposed aggression in an unequivo-
cal, passive, non-retaliatory fashion. Furthermore, these 
same subjects showed a greater preference for turning their 
hostility inwards against themselves than expressing it 
towards the provok1Dg souree. In addition, these same sub-
jects manifested a high degree of self-derogation and a 
frequency of self-critical attitudes. 
The ideas or self-hatred, self-deprecation, and self-
demolition suggest that while the extreme identification 
groups do not apparently express hostility outward.ly, 
they might very well turn the hostility back towards the 
self. This idea finds tentative corroboration in the high 
suicide rate among Jews, particularly if it occurs in the 
over- and under-identified Jewa. This would be consistent 
with the concept or internalized hostility. In addition, the 
notion of inward-directed hostility has been mentioned in the 
literature concerning minorit7 groups. In her study of mi-
nority group membership, Radke-Yarrow states that aggressive 
13~. Sarnoff. Identification with the aggressor: some 
personality correlates of anti-Semitism among Jews. l• Pera., 1951, 20, 199-218. 
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feelings are engendered in those who are uncomfortable as 
minority group members. These feelings are likely to be 
directed towards the person's own minority group and towards 
himself. l4 When one is abused or insulted because he is a 
member of a minority, and forces himself to exhibit no out-
ward signs of resistance, the hatred, which would normally 
be directed towards the abusing or insulting person, may be 
turned inward. One then despises oneself for being "less 
than a. man". 
Hostility in the Jewish and non-Jewish Groups 
The results of the study confirmed the second hypothesis 
that the Jewish research sample showed lower hostile expres-
sion than did the group of non-Je1trs. The statistical signi-
ficance of the findings was extremely high, and permits 
generalizations to be made. The highest mean score on the 
hostility measures for the Jewish samples was obtained by 
the intermediate group of identifiers on the SJI, and thia 
highest score of the Jewish group was significantly lower 
than the mean scores of the non-Jewish group. It can be 
seen, therefore, that the extreme identification groups, 
who scored lower than the intermediate groups, are markedly 
and significantly lower than the mean of the non-Jewish 
group on hostility measures. 
14Karion Radke-Yar·ro'"· Personality development and 
minority group membership. In l'I. Sklare (Ed. ) , The Jeivs: 
Social fatterns of an Ame~~-c~n Gro~. Glencoe, Ill.: 
Free Press, 1958, 451-474. 
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The findings are consistent with the statistical 
reports of crime and delinquency, which state that Jews 
commit far fewer crimes of violence and. anti-social offenses 
based on their statistical representation in the general 
population. The markedly significant difference on the 
Assault sub-scale between the Jewish and the non-Jewish 
groups seems to be corroborative evidence of this. The 
same significance is found to hold for the Total Hostility 
scale. However, there are two areas in which Jew·s and non-
Jews do not appear to be statistically different in hostile 
expression. These are on the sub-8cales of Undirected 
Hostility and Negativism. The former is defined, in general, 
as hostility directed against inanimate objects; kicking 
doors, banging on the table, etc. It specifically ex-
cludes hostile expression against other ,?eople. Negativism 
is defined, in general, as an hostility of omission, and 
implies a non-active expression of energy, or even a 
passive non-compliance wtth the rules of auth:)rity. 
Thus, on all the hostility measures, exce;>t on the 
i-Jegativism and and Undirected sub-scales, the Jei·Tish group 
scored lo~r;er than the non-Je"'l;ish croup. "hl'J:Jy should they not 
have scored lower on these two sub-scales as well? In the 
case of the Undir·ected sub-scale, the· Jewish group mean \-TaS 
lovrer than the mean of the non-Jewish group, but not signi-
ficantly; so the direction of tha differences are in line 
with the otber hostility measures. On the Negativism sub-
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scale, however, the Jews obtained a higher mean score than 
the non-Jevrs. ~rfuen one carefully examines the definitions 
of these sub-scales, the explanation becomes clear. Of all 
the motor·ic hostility sub-scales, the Undirected Hostility 
scale is the only one which excludes hostility against other 
people. 
people. 
The feelings are directed against objects, not 
Thus, \Arbile this object-choice is in line 1-vi th 
Jewish philosophy and cultural sanctions, the mode of motor-
ic expression, in general, is contrary to the group mores. 
The assumption is, therefore, that if the Jew has to express 
hostility directly, in a phyeical fashion, the object-
choices would be inanimate. Negativism, on the other hand, 
allows for expression of hostile feelings against people, 
but the mode of expression is passive and hence, more 
indirect. 
For Jews, then although they show significantly lower 
expression of hostility than non-Jews, there is reserved 
some outlet, both for direct motoria expression, and for 
expression of hostility against other people. Both modes 
are associated with compromise, 1. e., either the object-
choice or the mode of expression is ind_irect. 
It can be stated that both extreme groups of Jewish 
identifiers show low hostile expression in relation to the 
general population. In a sense, this low is a double low, 
for it is lower than the mean score for all Jews, which in 
turn is low·er than the mean score for a 11 non-Je"t<.rs in the 
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sample. Therefore, the interpretation expressed in the pre-
vious discussion may be clarified. If anti-Semitism is 
associated with low outward hostile expression, end if the 
dynamics in Jewish or non-Jewish anti-Semitism are similar, 
then it follO'\ATS that the greater the tendency to"\vards anti-
Semitism, the lower will be the outward expression of hos-
tility. On this basis, it might be argued that the extreme 
groups of Jewish identification will show the greatest ten-
dency towards Jewish anti-Semitism, since they manifest the 
lowest degree of overt expression of hostility. There is 
considerable evidence to indicate that all Jews may be 
anti-Semitic to some degree. There is some confirmation of 
this point of view in the work of Lewin l5 and Greenberg. 16 
The former states that there is scarcely a Jew who bas not 
suffered to some extent by the fact that he is a Jew; that t 
the underlying direction of mobility of all minority groups 
is in the direction of the majority group. The latter 
writes that self-hatred is almost universal among Jews; that 
the crux of the difficulty lies in the different l'rays it is 
acted out. The "negative" Jew expresses it directly by 
attempting to assimilate with the majority group; while the 
11 posit1ve" Jew hides it by over-protesting his Jewishness. 
Greenberg further states that the really "comfortable 11 
15Lewin, £2• cit. 
16Greenberg, £2• cit. 
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Jew is one who is able to acknowledge his negative feelings 
without the necessity of ha.ving to combat these feelings 
by extreme reactions. 
This "comfortable" Jew is analagous to the intermediate 
group of Jewish identifiers in the present study, which one 
can conceptualize as having a realistic appraisal of their 
minority situation, and an awareness that negative feelings 
can be tolerated without the necessity for activation of 
defensive measnDes. These comfortable, intermediate Jews 
are able to express normal hostility without utilizing their 
Jewish identification as a defense. 
Upon investigating the nature of the hostility sub-
scales, the hostile expression denoted tends to be a pro-
cess by which hostile impulses are expressed onto the en-
vironment and the objects therein. It can, therefore, be 
thought of in terms of outwardly directed hostility. It has 
been shown that Jews, as a group, show significantly less 
outwardly-directed hostility. Since it cannot reasonably 
be assumed that the Jews are endowed with lower hostile 
drive strength by virtue of their being Jews, it may be 
supposed that the energy of the drive is manifest elsewhere. 
This finding, i.e., that the Jews express less outward 
hostility is in keeping with the clinical and statistical 
material noted earlier. It is also consistent with, and 
tends to corroborate the idea that, while Jews do not ex-
press their hostility outwardly, they do tend to turn this 
hostility inward. The studies relating to the high inci-
dence of psychosomatic disorders, the high suicide rate, 
and the high incidence of neuroses among Je"'TS appear to 
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be evidence of the internalization of the hostile impulses 
in the Jew. 
Description of the Rotated Factors 
Before proceeding to discuss the experimental findings, 
which relate to multi-dimensionality and the factor struc-
ture of Jewish identification, it would be appropriate to 
present the material relating to the rotated factors of iden-
tification from the factor analysis of the Scale of Jewish 
Identification. A detailed description of each factor on 
both matrices and the relationship of the factors to each 
other is presented in Appendix 0. The reader who is parti-
cularly interested may refer to this appendix, a summary 
of which is presented below. 
The following factors are identifiable in the overall 
factor structure of the Scale of Jewish Identification: 
I. Positive Identification Cluster. 
A. Group Ha.intenance and Identity Factor 
1. religious factor 
2. cultural factor 
3. national factor 
4. ra.cia 1 factor 
5· combatting anti-Semitism factor 
6. American-Jewish cultural preference factor 
103 
II. Negative Identification Cluster 
1. assimilation factor 
2. self-hate factor 
3. denial of Jewisr~ess factor 
A further observation is germane here concerning the 
presence or factors reflecting both positive as well as 
negative attitudes '\'!ithin the concept of Jewish identifi-
cation. It would appear that Jewish identification is not 
simply a. matter of the presence of positive attitudes, not 
the absence of negative attitudes, but rather a complex of 
ambivalent attitudes. Being identified as a. Jew involves 
the individual in a group identification which apparently, 
by its very nature, comprises conflicting attitudes. 
:r,J:ul t i-dimensionali ty of Jewish Group Identification 
The categoriza.tion of the rotated factors, involving 
both positive and nega.tive factors of identifica.tion, 
clearly implies that there ar·e at least two dimensions of 
identification. The positive and negative identification 
clusters are not mutually exclusive, but represent two 
separate and co-existing dimensions of Jewish identification. 
Investigation of the properties of the positive factor-
cluster reveals the presence of a governing, over-riding 
quality of 11 groupness 11 • Within the framework of group iden-
tity, or group maintenance, are other, more specific facets 
of identification. This quality is present to a lesser 
degree in the negative factor cluster. 
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In the cluster of positive identification factors, on 
both matrices, it is evident that this "groupness" influence 
does not blind the influence of the specific attributes of 
each factor. For example, there are national, religious, 
cultural, and racial features which are combined into the 
group influence. In the negative factor cluster, it is 
similarly evident that there are separate, but interrelated 
factors of assimilation, Jewish antagonism (or self-hate), 
and denial of Jewish identification. 
The idea of a super factor, a group factor of Jewish 
identification, finds corroboration in the writings of 
Stonequistt In discussing the concept of the Jew and mar-
ginal man, he refers to the ability of the Jews to make 
successful adjustments to foreign and Gentile societies 
and states: 
11Their success in persisting in this mi-
nority position indicates the existence 
of a very powerful internal group-making 
factor •••• as centering in the group 
consciousness and group role or mission •. " 17 
Various facets of Jewish group identification have been 
recognized by other writers, but as far as is known, no pre-
vious study has investigated the concept using a factor 
analytic approach. In the construction of his own measure 
of Jewish identification, Rinder deals with the concept as 
a "number of potentially independent axes or sub-types", 
l7E. V. Stonequist. The marginal character of the Jews. 
In I. Graeber & S. H. Britt (Eds. ), Jews in ~ Gentile 
\tlorld. New York: 14acMillan, 1942, 304. 
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and goes on to measure those which appeared to be most 
relevant, i.e., general (a residual category), religious, 
racial, national, and cultural. He also dealt with Jewish 
identification on the monistic-pluralistic continuum. 18 
Thus, the concept of multi-dimensionality was handled by 
utilizing discrete sub-scales. In another investigation 
concerned with the study of Jewish authoritarianism, 
Adelson specifically points out that the results of his 
study suggest that Jewish group identification cannot be 
viewed as a unidimensional variable, and should be formu~ 
lated multi-dimensionally. 19 
The present study makes several contributions to the 
study or the concept of Jewish identification. First, 
the grouping of factors into positive and negative iden-
tification clusters, suggests that Jewish identification 
comprises co-existing, ambivalent attitudes, and not 
merely the presence or abaenee of either positive or nega-
tive attitudes. Second, the presence of what may be termed 
a super factor, a factor of Group Maintenance, has been 
described. This factor of Group Maintenance involves values 
and attitudes relating to the importance of maintaining the 
cohesion and identity of the Jews as a group. This factor 
18Rinder, ~· cit. 
19J. Adelson. A study of minority group authoritarian-
lam. In M. Sklare (Ed.), The Jews: Social Patterns of an 
American Group. Glencoe, !II.:-Tne Free Press, 1958;-4~-492. 
106 
is non-specific with regard to any qualitative definition 
of the Jewish group, for it is present as a feature in all 
of the factors in the positive identification cluster. 
\¥bile previous investigations have variously assumed 
or made judgments as to the presence of -certa.in other spe-
cific aspects of Jewish identification, the present study 
offers statistical, factorial corroboration of these speci-
fic dimensions, and has added others which have not been 
previously described. This study confirms the presence of 
the dimensions of religious, cultural, national, and racial 
ide:ntificat ion within the genera.l framework of the concept 
of Jewish identification. In addition, and subsumed under 
the Group :Maintenance Factor, are specific factors in-
"'.'OlYing attitudes to combat anti-Semitism, and attitudes 
which express preference for American-Jewish culture over 
the Hebrew-Israel Jewish culture. The latter may reflect 
a preference for "new world" interpretations of Jewish cul-
tural modes over those of the "old world 11 • 
l'lithin the negative identification factor cluster, there 
were three interrelated factors which were described. These 
appe1ar to be related to what bas been previously described 
as "defensive" identification. The factors in this study 
dea 1 with attitudes of Jewish self-hate, denial of Jewish-
ness, and assimilationism. The last two may be reflections 
of an active vs. passive process in which assimilation is 
the active mode of attempting to seek identification with 
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the dominant majority group, ":hi le denia 1 of Jeivisbness 
is a passive attempt to avoid one's own Jewishness, without 
any explicit effort to seek identity elsewhere. The Jewish 
self-hate factor describes attitudes of dissatisfaction, 
cri.ticalness, and. antagonism towards behaviors and react ions 
. of other Jews. 
The present investigation of the concept of Jewish 
identification confirms the third hypothesis of the study, 
which states that Jewish identification is multi-determined 
and should. be approached using a multi-dimensional concep-
tion. 
Hostillli and the Rotated Factors of Identification 
In this section, the relationship bet\·Jeen hostility and 
the rotated factors will be discussed. Since the discussion 
will be general, the factors will be discussed primarily in 
terms of their belonging to the positive or negative identi-
fication cluster. 
All of the factors which are included in the negative 
identification cluster, i.e., A-2, A-7, A-8, B-2, and B-7, 
shO'\'l a similar pattern on the hostility scales. In general, 
the relationship is an inverse one; the higher the factor 
score, the lower the hostility score. This is par·ticularly 
true on attitudinal Factor I of the hostility scale. The 
same~ finding is also present on the sub-scales of motoric 
Factor I of the hostility scale, although to a lesser degree. 
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In all cases, however, the highest scores on these negative 
factors are associated with low hostility. 
On the rotated factors, which are included in the posi-
tive identification factor cluster, i.e., A-1, A-3, A-4, 
A-5, A-6, and B-1, B-3, B-4, B-8, there is a generally pos i-
tive relationship to attitudinal Factor I of the hostility 
scale, and a negative relationship to motoria Factor II of 
the hostility scale. 
The findings of the relationship between hostility and 
the rotated factor scores may be generalized as follows: 
a) High scores on the nega.tive factor cluster are 
associated with low hostility scores, particularly 
with attitudinal Factor I of the hostility scales. 
b) High scores on the positive factor cluster are as-
sociated with low hostility scores, particularly 
with motoria Factor II of the hostility scale. 
Since the factors which are included in the positive 
cluster are more numerous and more varied than those which 
are in the negative cluster, it is not surprising to see 
variability from factor to factor. However, it is apparent 
that in all factors of the negative cluster, the relation-
ship to hostility is negative. In the positive fact~r clus-
ter, several factors show. positive correlations, not only 
to attitudinal Factor I of the hostility scale, but to all, 
or most, of the hostility scores. This is particularly so 
in factors A-4, B-3, and B-8. In these factors, one sees 
the ideas of active combatting of anti-Semitism, and mili-
tant chauvinism, consistent with high hostility scores. 
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\.Vi th the exception of these three factors, the rela-
tionship betvTeen hostility and the positive factor clusters 
tenas to be curvilinear, in which lower motoric hostility 
is associated with the extreme scores, but in particular 
with the high scores on the positive factors. 
It may be reasona.bly assumed that high scores on the 
negative factor cluster indicate low Jewish identification, 
and high scores on the positive factor cluster indicate high 
Jewish identification. Thus, the extremes in identification 
can be studied within the rotated factor scDres. In this 
case, low hostility, in general, and particularly attitudi-
nal hostility, is associated with low Je,~ish identification. 
Conversely, high Jewish identification is associated 1t1ith 
with low motoric hostility, in particular, and generally 
lowered tota.l hostil1 ty. In addi t1on, the middle range of 
scores on the factors tends to be associated with the higher 
hostility scores. Thus, the data from the rotated factors 
tend to confirm the initial hypothesis of lOi-T hostility in 
the extremes of identification, and higher hostility in the 
intermediate range. 
A further observation is the relationship of the pDsi-
tiVE~ and negative factor clusters with respect to the score 
on the Guilt sub-scale. In general, guilt correlates nega-
tively -vtith the negative cluster of identification, and 
correlates positively with the positive identification clus-
ter. Thus, it appears that guilt is activated only in those 
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Jews whose identification is very high. According to the 
theoretical posit ion advanced herein, these Jews are the 
ones in whom there is denial and reaction-formation against 
the idea that Jews are bad. For the Jews in '"hom identifi-
cation is low, there is no conflict with regard to the un-
acceptable idea, thus guilt does not appear to be activated. 
ThiB is consistent with the clinical notion that guilt tends 
to t)e as so cia ted ,.ri th the unacceptable conflicting internal 
impulse, idea, or attitude against which defenses have to 
be activated. It is similar to obsessive-compulsive mechan-
isms, in which guilt is the experienced affect, and commonly 
associated with the utilization of reaction-formation 
a.gainst an unacceptable idea or impulse. 
~dditional Findings 
In this section, the findings of the relationships be-
tween the social scores v-ti th both the hostility measure and 
the rotated factors will be discussed. Since many of the 
findings are expected and known, these will not be discussed, 
except as they appear to be provocative. In the main, the 
conc·ern "trill be with the religious liberalism score, which 
provides the most meaningful material. 
Social Scores and Hostility 
~Thile the expected results were obtained with regard to 
age and hostile expression, i.e., a generally negative corre-
lation, several interesting results were forthcoming. On 
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attitudinal Factor I of the hostility scale, it is observed 
that there is a trend towards an increase in the Resentment 
and. Suspicion scores in the older range group. This same 
finding is more pronounced with regabd to Negativism and 
Guilt; and here, the age group, 56-65 exceeds the high score 
of the 20-25 group. Thus, while the expres2ion of motor·ic 
hostility steadily decreases with age, the expression of 
more indirect hostility tends to increase, along with an 
increase in guilt. It would appear, then, that guilt is not 
associated with the active direct motoric expression of hos-
til:tty, but with hostile feelings and attitudes, which are 
expressed or, at least, recognized. Realisitically, these 
may be the only outlets available at this age level, and the 
guilt may be directly attributable to an age relationship. 
The relationship of the hostility scores to the reli-
gious preference, or liberalism, score, as defined in this 
study, is an extremely interesting one. Of the three formal 
groups, Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform, the middle of 
the road Conservative, in most cases, shows the highest hos-
tility of the three. 'VJ'hile the differences are not great, 
the trend is apparent. However, the group stating their 
Jewish religious preference as "None" obtained the highest 
hostility scores on Total Hostility, and on four of the other 
sub-scales, plus factors I and II of hostility. Interesting-
ly enough, these high scores were primarily due to the ex-
tremely high scores on the Verbal, Irritability, and 
112 
Negativism sub-scales. This group, having classified them-
selves as non-affiliated, are identified nominally as Jei'rs, 
and primarily with "liberal movements" in labor and social 
action, and their high scores on the hostility sub-scales 
seem consistent with this form of identification 'tvith the 
Jewish group. 
Social_Scotes and the Rotated Factor Scores 
One feature of the relationship between the Social 
Scores and Rotated Factor scores is the consistency of the 
positive and negative factor clusters. There is generally 
a negative relationship between all the social scores and 
the positive factor cluster, and positive relationship with 
the negative factor cluster. This, in itself, lends 
strength to the existence of these factor clusters as 
separate dimensions of Jewish identification. 
This relationship is particularly evident in the social 
scores of education, oucupation, and religious liberalism. 
It is noted that high scores on education, occupation, and 
religious liberalism all correlate negatively with the 
positive identification factor cluster. This finding is con-
sistent v1ith the scores on the total identification scale, 
where it is seen that the more liberal Jewish groups obtain 
lower scores than the more orthodox groups. The relation-
ship with factor A-4 is most interesting. This factor, 
although in the positive cluster, consists of attitudes 
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which favor active combatting of anti-Semitism, and it is 
often to these ends of social action that the more liberal 
groups are actively concerned. This is contrasted tlb the 
negative corr·elation on factor B-4, which is primarily 
religious in content, and with '"hi ch the more liberal 
Jewish groups are less actively concerned. 
Implications for Further Research 
This section will deal with some of the findings of the 
present study which show promise for further research. 
'V'Thile an application of the Scale of Je1vish Identification 
to other groups, such as non-Jews, a Jewish neurotic popula-
tion, and to female Jews, might provide further interesting 
results, such procedures would contribute relatively little 
to the theoretical framework of the present study. Of 
greater theoretical import are the possible im9lications of 
this study on such issues as internalized hostility in Jews, 
Je'tvish anti-Semitism, guilt, and the relationship to the 
authoritarian personality studies. It is these latter issues 
which will be discussed, e.s well as further refinements to 
clarify the dimensions of Jewish identification. 
A necessary prerequisite to any further r·esearch in 
this area is a more exa at refinement of the SJI it self. A 
more exact separation of the general group factors from the 
specific sub-factors would offer a more pr·eciee instr·ument. 
This might be accomplished by the insertion of externally 
ll4. 
established marker variables 1vhich might establish a 
clearer clustering of thB rotated factors. Such variables 
bearing on the social scores utilized in this study might 
be indicated for use vrhen constructed as test items in the 
overall scale. Those items which obtained high loadings on 
more than one factor should be examined and modified to make 
their meaning more precise. Those items, which obtained 
poor loadings on all factors, should probably be eliminated, 
or at least, modified. 
i'fi thin the framework of the present research, a further 
investigation into the research sample itself in terms of 
attempting to identify those individuals 1vho were grouped 
into each sta-seven of identification. If some relevant 
common variable, or set of variables, which are in the study, 
could be discovered; they would serve as excellent marker 
variables for possible re-clustering of the rotated factors. 
The next steps which might be taken for further· clari-
fication of the factors or dimensions of Je1tlish ident ifica-
tion concern the combining of the rotated factor matrices. 
'Tt!hile the division of the original 78x78 matrix intd) two 
39x39 matrices was necessary due to computing machine limita-
tions existing at the time of the study, technical advances 
have made it possible to compute factors from the original 
matrix. Such computation would thus combine all the SJI 
items into one matrix, and would probably permit more precise 
factor descriptions since more items would be available 
on each factor. A similar goal might be accomplished 
through the matching of the present factor·s on Rotated 
Factor Matrices A and B, into one Rotated Factor :'latrix, 
and subsequent testing of this combination matrix on 
another population. 
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~ .. 'hile the sub-scale of Guilt is not included as a 
hostility sub-scale, an examination of the scores on the 
Guilt scale, in relation to the total identification score, 
reveals a pattern different from all the hostility sub-
scales. ~fuile the hostility scores generally correspond 
to the hypothesis of curvilinearity, scores on the Guilt 
sub-scale show a positive linear relationship to scores on 
the identification scale. A careful examination of the 
distribution of mean scores tends to suggest three separate 
groupings. Sta-sevens 1 and 2 show the lowest Guilt scores, 
eta-sevens 3, 4, and. 5 show an intermediate Guilt score, 
and sta-sevens 6 and 7 show the highest Guilt score. 
The group which has been associated with over-protes-
tation of Jewish identification, i.e., the Jewish chauvin-
ists, manifests the highest Guilt score. These over-
identifiers, it has been noted, are rigid, unevaluative 
adherents to the cultural norm, and no deviation from this 
perceived norm is permitted. For the over-identifier, 
issues are resolved as if they were dichotomous. For 
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example, a.nything Jewish is, by definition, good, it must 
be so; and, conversely, anothing non-Jewish is bad. This 
rigid dichotomy is suggestive of the dynamics of the ob-
sessive-compulsive, in whom the rigid maintenance of dicho-
tomy and the conflict over dichotomous impulses exist. In 
the obsessive-compulsive, the presence of guilt over one's 
impulse is the paramount quality of the affect. It is not 
by coincidence that in the Jewish sample, that segment which 
shows the highest guilt is characterized by the same rigid, 
obsessive-compulsive concern of good and bad, translated 
into Jew vs. non-Jew. It is the denial of the impulse of 
being good or bad which concerns the over-identifier, as it 
does the obsessive-compulsive. In the under-identifier, 
the conflict is not with reference to hostile impulses, 
but rather with the denial of Jewish identification. 
It is suggested that the high Guilt score in the over-
identifier, associa.ted as it is with rigid, dichotomous 
attitudes, is indicative of an obsessive-compulsive crJ.Srac-
ter structure. An interesting parallel is noted in the 
attitudes attributed to the authoritarian personality. This 
personality is found to be distinguished by anti-Semitism, 
ethnocentrism, rigidity of his beliefs, the tendency to make 
11 all or none" judgments, and the tendency to maintain sharp 
boundaries between his own group and all other groups. Ana-
logies of these same attitudes have been explicitly or 
117 
implicitly associated with the Jewish over-identifier. 
Studies of the F-scale of the authoritarian personality 
cited earlier present some peripheral cor-roboration of the 
findings of this study. A more intensive investigation of 
the relationship between Jewish over- and under-identifica-
tion and authoritarianism would be fruitful in elucidating 
additional personality characteristics of these extremes 
in identification, particularly if some study of the defense 
mechanisms were also included. 
This study has shown that high and low scores on the 
identification scale are associated with low outward ex-
pression of hostility. By 11 outward" is meant, that the im-
pulses are expressed towards objects that are in the exter-
nal environment. By implication, the suggestion has been 
made in the discussion of these findings, that associated 
with the outward expression of hostility, there is a ten-
dency to internalize the hostile impulses against the self. 
'\'Thile the statistics of the high incidence of drug addic-
tion, psychosomatic disorders, neuroses, and suicide among 
Jews generally bear out the clinical, psychodynamic notion 
as to the direction of expression of hostile impulses in 
Jews, these reports have d.ealt with the Je'Y'Tish group as a 
whole. There has been no kno't'.rn work that has tested the 
hypothesis tha.t the high incidence of suicide, psychosomatic 
disorders, and neu~osis among Jews is a function of, or 
associated with, extremes in Jewish identification. 
Since it cannot reasonably be assumed that the over-
and under-identifiers have less hostile drive strength than 
the intermediate group, it would be logical to assume that 
since their hostility is not expressed in an outward direc-
tion, towards objects in the environment, it may be expressed 
in an inwardly direct ion, towards the self. According to 
this theoretical position, current studies of drug addiction, 
suicide, and psychosomatic disorders would not involve Jews 
as a whole, but only certain kinds of Jews. While other 
studies may have invoked the proposition of low outwardly 
expressed hostility as an explana.tory concept for these 
phenomena among Jews, the present study provides evidence 
for the tenability of this explanation. These propositions 
should be investigated further in a more complete and con-
trolled experimental procedure. 
The implication of internalized hostility among the 
over- and under-identifiers is intimately related to the 
theoretical notions which have been mentioned concerning 
Jewish anti-Semitism, and Jewish self-hatred. v!hile the 
internalization of hostile impulses may be related to anx-
iety associated with outward expression, it also implies a 
certain degree of self-punitiveness. A logical theoretical 
conclusion on this basis would indicate that since both ex-
tremes of Jewish identification manifest low outward hostile 
expression, it is assumed that expression of hostility is 
internalized. Internalization of hostility is associated 
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with self-punitiveness and self-destruction. The hypothe-
tical position that might be tested is that extremes in 
Je1-rish identification are more highly correlated 1·.rith 
Jewish self-hate and Jewish anti-Semitism than are the 
intermediate identifiers. 
These assumptions are consistent with those reported 
by Frankel-Brunswick and Sanford, who studies anti-Semitism 
(not Jewish anti-Semitism) and, in part, characterized the 
typical anti-Semite as being prone to aggressive fanta-
20 
sies. A further study by Ackerman and Jahoda found that 
the same intra-psychic determinants were oper·ating in Jev.rish 
a.nti-Semitism as in (Gentile) anti-Semitism. They reported 
that the central personality conflict is a deep-seated self-
rejection. The so-called anti-Semitic personality type, in 
their study, was characterized by oubvard submissiveness 
a nci inv;a rd a ggres s i venes s. 
It v.rould appear, therefore, that extremes in Jel"lish 
identification, both manifesting low out"l--rard expression of 
hostility, are associated with underlying feelings of self-
reject ion, self-hatred and Je\vish anti-Semitism. 1'·;'bi le the 
defensive processes operate for different goals in each ex-
treme, both groups may manifest high internalized hostile 
2~lse Frenkel-Bruns1..rick & R. Sanford. Some psrsonali ty 
factors in anti-Semitism. ~. Psychol., 1945, 20, 271-291. 
21N. ~:r. Ackerman & J>larie Jahoda. Anti-Semitism and 
~motional Disorder. New York: Harper & Bros., 1950, 79. 
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express ion. The internalization of hostile im~~>Ulses may 
take the form of feelings of self-deprecation, evidence of 
increased psychosomatic disorders, drug addiction, certain 
neurotic reactions, and even higher suicide rates. The 
possibilities for further investigation into the issues of 
internalized hostility and Jewish anti-Semitism are seen as 
numerous, and as offering increased understanding of the 
relationship between hostility and Jewish identification. 
CHAPrER VI 
SUMMARY 
This study is concerned with an investigation of hos-
tile expression and Jei·'lisb group id.ent ificat ion. The design 
of the study included the development and factor-analysis of 
a scale of Jewish identification. Specifically, the study 
dealt with four main issues: the rela.tionsbip between Jewish 
group identification and the expression of hostility, a com-
parison of hostile expression in Jews ana non-Jews, an in-
vestigation of the multi-dimensionality of Jewish group 
identification, and a study of the relationship between the 
derived factors of Jewish identification and the expression 
of hostility. 
In previous studies of the Jewish minority group, one 
focus of interest has been concerned w·i tb the ''rays in ~·rhich 
,Jews have attempted to hide any expression of hostility • 
.eatterns of child-rearing practices have sb.ovm the influences 
of' Je1:vi sh tradition on the development of modes of dealing 
with hostile-aggressive impulses. Traditionally, the Jewish 
people have reacted passively in a non-retaliatory manner to 
centuries of persecution. The biblical v.rri t ings and rabbini-
cal teachings have stressed the idea. that outward expression 
of hostility in aggressive behavior was disapproved. The 
Jewish culture has maintained the notion that any outward 
122 
expression of hostility in any individual Jew reflected 
upon the Jewish people in general. The variety of ways in 
which Jews control and inhibit aggressive behavior indicates 
the striving to maintain the picture of the 11 good 11 Jew, in 
the eyes of the dominant majority group. For the Je1t1, in 
his minority group role, being "good" is synonymous with the 
inhibition of hostile-aggressive behavior. 
This cultural pattern of disapproval of hostile ex-
pression in the Jewish group is strongest when it concerns 
expression in direct and physical terms. Thus, physical 
assa.ultiveness is the most disapproved pattern, while in-
direct hostile expression against ina.nimate objects, and 
passive indirect expression against people are less dis-
approved. 
The influence of group sanctions is shown in other Jew-
ish behaviors and attitudes. The Jewish culture has tradi-
tionally placed great emphasis on education. It has been 
implied that for the Jew, knowledge through education, is the 
road to higher status and prestige. The attainment of this 
goal implies that the individual is thus in a position to 
master the environment via his intellectual prowess, without 
recourse to physica.l expression. The ratio of college-edu-
cated Jews is considerably higher than the ratio for non-
Jews. That the Jews tend not to be significantly represented 
in the fields of professional soldier·ing and athletics is 
123 
not mere chance. The feelings of Jewish mothers concerning 
physical expression of hostile-aggressive impulses in their 
children show marked anxiety over any manifestation of this 
expression combined with marked over-concern for the physical 
well-being of their children. 
Statistics of crime and delinquency offer further evi-
dence concerning the behavior of Jews as a group. Incidence 
of offenses of a. violent nature against persons is signifi-
cantly low, while offenses involving illegal manipulations 
of the 11 intellectual11 nature are relatively high. In con-
trast to these behaviors involving the outward expression of 
hostility, studies of mental illness among Jews indicate a 
significantly high incidence of suicide and psychosomatic 
disorders. These imply a turning of the hostile impulse in-
wardly, to-vrards the self. 
While it may be appr·opriate to speak of the Jewish 
group as a.n undifferentiated whole, when dealing with re-
ports of crime and mental illness; it is equally appropriate 
to differentiate the group with regard to socio-psychologi-
cal variables. Studies dealing with Jewish group identifi-
cation have suggested that extremes of identification are 
similar in many respects. Studies of the pE·rsona 11 ty corre-
lates of Jewish identification indicate similar correlations 
between high and low identification with the authoritarian 
F-scale and other attitudinal measures. These studies also 
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dealt with the variety of forms that Jewish identification 
might take, with indications of the presence of a "groupness 
factor", as well as more specific aspects of identification 
including religious, racial, cultural, national, and reac-
tions to anti-semitism. 
!hese studies led to the development of a theoretical 
model for explaining and understanding extremes of Jewish 
identification. The mechanism or under-identification has 
been conceived of as a denial or Jewish identification, 
which is maintained through reaction-formation resulting 
in the internalization ot the majority group's negative atti-
tude towards Jews. Over-identification has been conceived 
of as a denial of the majority group's negative attitude 
towards Jews, maintained through reaction-formation result• 
ing in an exaggerated minority group identification. The 
mechanisms of denial and reaction-formation are operative 
in both extremea, ana extremes in identification are concep-
tualized as analogs or mechanisaa or defense. 
The theoretical formulations and clinical and statisti-
cal studies have led to the following hypotheses: 
1. There is a curvilinear relationship be-
tween hostility and Jewish group identi-
fication. 
2. Jews as a group show less hostile ex-
pression than non-Jews. 
3. Jewish group identification is multi-
dimensional. 
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Through the development or a scale of Jewish identi-
fication and its factor-analysis, the relationship of the 
derived factors ot identification to the expression of 
hostility has been investigated. 
For the purpose of this study, Jewish group identifi-
cation was operationally defined as the total score on the 
Scale ot Jewish Identification. Hostile expression was 
defined as the score on th• B-B Hostility Inventory. 
The procedure employed to teat the first and second 
hypotheses was the correlation ratio, eta. On preliminary 
investigation, it was shown that the product-moment corre-
lation coefficient was not the appropriate statistical 
correlation technique. 
To test the first hypothesis, the scores of the research 
sample on the hostility scales were correlated with their 
total score on the scale ot Jewish Identification. The 
results supported the hypothesis which predicted a curvi-
linear relationship. On the Total Hostility scale, the .01 
level ot significance met the criterion for the rejection or 
the null hypothesis. 
To test the second hypothesis, the research sample or 
Jewish males was compared to a sample or non-Jewish males on 
the scales ot the Hostility Inventory. The results of the 
!-tests supported this hypothesis, which predicted lower 
hostile expression in the Jewish sample. On the Total 
Hostility Seale, the .0005 level of significance met the 
criterion for the rejection of the null hypothesis. 
To test the third hypothesis, a factor-analysis of 
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the Scale of Jewish Identification was carried out, followed 
by a rotation of the matrices and a description of the de-
rived factors. The intercorrelations of the factor 
scores and their correlation with the t6tal identification 
score indicated that it ia inappropriate to deal with Jewian 
identification as a unitary concept. The description and 
significance of the derived factors corroborated these 
findings. Furthermore, the amount of variance accounted 
tor by the first unrotated factor was far below the normal 
expectations for the acceptance of unidimensionality as a 
tenable hypothesis. 
Investigation of the derived factors led to the finding 
that Jewish identification was not simply a matter of more 
or leas, but rather, on one level at least, a matter of 
ambivalence, comprising both positive and negative attitudes, 
rather than the presence or absence of positive attitudes 
alone. The positive identification factor cluster suggests 
an overall group cohesion factor together with several spe-
cific factors, comprising religious, cultural, racial, 
national, and combatting anti-Semitiam attitudes. The nega-
tive identification factor cluster comprised negative in-
group, assimilationist, and anti-Semitic attitudes. 
127 
The relationship between the rotated factors of iden-
tification and the expression of hostility corroborated the 
first hypothesis, which predicted lower hostile expression 
in the extremes of identification and higher hostile ex-
pression in the inter.mediate range of identification. 
A formulatio~ of the results or the study suggests the 
following conclusions: 
1. Within the Jewish group, those individuals 
with extremely low and high identification manifest signi-
ficantly lower hostile expression than do the individuals 
comprising the inter.mediate range of identification. 
2. As a group, Jews manifest significantly less 
outward expression of hostility than non-Jews. 
3. Jewish identification must be viewed multi-
dimensionally, with not only several facets comprising this 
identification, but also features of ambivalent attitudes 
within the several dimensions. 
Discussion of the results presented indications for 
further research. These concerned further refinements 1n 
the clarification of the factors of Jewish identification. 
Some speculations were offered concerning the issue of in• 
ternalized hostility in the high and low groups of Jewish 
identification. Further speculations were made concerning 
the relationship between Jewish over- and under-identifica-
tion and Jewish anti-Semitism. 
•· 
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APPDDICES 
APPENDIX A 
GROUPS PARTICIPAT~NG IN THE RESEARCH S~IPLE 
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Groups Pa.rticd.pating in the Research Stu~ 
OrthodOx Congresations 
a .Agudas Achia, Malden 
A!udath Israel, Dorchester 
Beth El, Dorchester 
Beth El, Newton 
Beth Israel, Cam't»ridge 
Had.ratb. Israel, Dorchester 
ICellillath Jaoob, Dorchester 
Yo1111g Israel of Mattapan 
Conservative Temples 
Beth El, Quincy 
Beth !erah, Vest Roxbur;r 
Reform Temples 
Temple Beth .Aa, ?rsai ngbaa 
Rabbinical Organizations 
Xehillath Israel, Brookline 
Temple Reyia, Aubum.dale 
!eaple Israel, Boston 
Hassaohuaetta Board of Rabbis &orthodox Rabbinical Council 
Studan t Groups 
Hebrew Teachers' College, Boston Hillel Foundation, Boston Univ. 
Phi .Alpha Fra terni t.r, Boston Uni v. 
Fraternal-Social Groups 
Moses Meadel.solm Lodge, F.S.I. YolDlg Couples Club, Agudath Israel 
Laior Or@!!izations 
Jewish Labor Build, New York aJewish Labor Oomi ttee, Boston 
Jewish Labor Co:mmittee, l'ew York VorkiDgwm.'s Circle, Dorchester 
Educational Groups 
A.dul t Education Class, 'l'eaple Israel, Boa ton 
Facult,y, Temple Israel Religious School, Bostoll 
Social Science Circle, nvo, l'ev York 
YIVO Institate for Jewish Research, New York 
Other Groups 
Aaericaa Council for Judaism, New York 
American Jewish CeDi ttee, Boston 
Co.auni ty Church, Boston 
IDmates, Massachusetts Dept. of Correction 
a Groups who were given teste, 'but from whoa there were no responses. 
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APPENDIX C 
PILOT STUDY SCALES 
Form A 134 
Below are fifty statements about Jews and Judaism. Answer them in terms 
of how much you agree or disagree with each statement. The best answer is ~ ~ 
personal opinion. 
Mark each statement on the line at the left according to how much you 
agree or disagree with it. Please mark every~· Write in +1, +2, +3, or -1, -2, 
-3 depending on how strongly you feel in each case. 
+): I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
****************************************** 
__ 1. Being a Jew is one 1 s most important identification of group membership; 
all other values should be sacrificed to this. 
--
2. A Jew's moral behavior may be based on considerations unrelated to 
religion. 
--
3. Because of their own persecution, Jews have learned to be more tolerant 
and understanding than most other groups in America. 
--
4. Being born a Jew is something to be proud of. 
'· Those Jews who worked and fought for the establishment of Israel did a 
-- necessary job for the homeless and persecuted, but in the process did some 
things, such as terrorism, which made many Jews ashamed. 
__ 6. Jews who are trying to leave the Jewish group deserve the resentment most 
Jews feel toward them. 
7. A Jewish education is a 11must" for anyone who wants to live :in a way that 
-- makes the most of his Jewish cultural heritage. 
---
8. With regard to the notion of Jews sharing a "common fate", there is little 
reason for all Jews to share a fate for which they did not ask. 
9. Jewish religious practices such as the dietary laws, fasts, etc., must be 
-- retained if Judaism is to flourish. 
_ 10. The Jewish problem is so general and deep that one often doubts that 
democratic methods can ever solve it. 
11. It is harder to live with Jews than with Gentiles. 
--
---
12. The fact that Jews keep to themselves helps to :intensify ill feeling 
against them. 
13. Jews would be more interested in learning Hebrew if it were taught at 
--- school as a foreign language. 
14. A Jewish person is entitled to change his Jewish-sounding name if that is 
-- the only way for him to obtain a good position. 
+3: I agree ver,y much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
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(2) 
****************************************** 
_____ 15. Hearing the Jewish national anthem and seeing the flag of Israel is 
accompanied ~J a measure of uneasiness. 
_____ 16. The Jews should not pry so much into Christian activities and organiza-
tions, and not seek so much recognition and prestige from Christians. 
--
17. Jews should avoid speaking Yiddish (Jewish) in public places where 
Gentiles may hear them. 
--
18. Church services are more inspiring than Jewish religious services. 
__ 19. Jewish couples, unable to have children of their own, should adopt only 
children of known and proven Jewish ancestry. 
__ 20. To be Jewish is to be a member of a group that has made more than its 
share of contributions to man's fight against tyranny, disease, and 
ignorance. 
----
21. Israel, as a small country, should have better sense than to ever have 
unfriendly relations with America. 
__ 22. The world of art would be a barren place without the great creations of 
Jewish artists, writers and composers. 
23. When dealing with certain Gentiles, it is best not to advertise the fact 
----- that one is Jewish. 
__ 24. Being born a Jew seriously :interferes with one's search for happiness. 
25. The persecution of Jews in the overseas countries does not really concern 
-- the Jews here in America. 
26. The picture of a Jew as aggressive, loud and pushy is unfair to the Jewish 
---- group as a whole, but there are enough examples of this sort of behavior 
by Jews to make the picture seem correct. 
_ 27. The Jewish religion is more outmoded and more narrow-minded than either 
the Catholic or Protestant religions. 
__ 28. A Jewish education is unnecessa.r.r to Jews who intend to spend the 
remainder of their lives in the United States. 
--
29. In order to attain a sound adjustment to the American scene, immigrant 
Jews should, among other things, learn to speak without an accent and 
without usi..'1g their hands. 
30. A Jew should never hide his Jewishness from a Gentile, but should gladly 
represent himself as a Jew. 
+ 3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree prettymuch 
-1: I disagree a little 
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(3) 
****************************************** 
---
---
31. Jewish broadcasts on national networks only increase anti-SemitiSm in this 
country. 
32. Loyalty to the Jewish group is the first and most important requirement 
of a good Jew. 
33. The Jewish faith is a real source of strength. 
34. A person who has converted to Judaism can never be the same kind of Jew 
-- as one born a Jew. 
---
35. Being Jewish means nothing more than not being accepted by Gentiles. 
--
36. An American Jew who goes to live in Israel is doing a very unwise thing. 
--
37. It is silly to observe Yom Kippur (Atonement Thiy) by fasting. 
_ 38. It should be the concern of every Jew to continue through marriage the 
proud lineage of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. 
---
39. Jewish culture should become independent of the culture of Israel. 
---
40. Every Jewish youngster should have a chance to learn about Jewish customs 
and Jewish histoljr. 
__ 41. Anti-Semitism is directed only against bad Jews. 
42. Jews who live in an apartment building that also houses a number of Gen-
-- tile families should avoid displaying a Mezuzah (scroll) on their door 
posts. 
--
43. A strong bond unites the Jews of all countries of the world. 
-- 44. The Sabbath should be looked upon as a Jewish holiday, even though one 
might not be able to celebrate it. 
_____ 45. Generally speaking, it·is not wise for a Jew to marry a Gentile. 
---
46. The establishment of the State of Israel is of little importance. 
--
47. Attending Hebrew school is largely a waste of time for Jewish children. 
48. Jews should make an issue of the fact that there are some resort places 
that carry signs "Gentiles only". 
49. Old Jews should not let themselves be seen in public wearing long beards 
-- and sidelocks. 
---
50. One always feels at home among Jewish people. 
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form B 
Below are fifty statements about Jews and Judaism. Answer them in terms 
of how much you agree or disagree with each statement. The best answer is ~ ~ 
personal opinion. 
Mark each statement on the line at the left according to how much you 
agree or disagree with it. Please mark every one. Write in +1, +2, +3, or -1, -2, 
-3 depending on how strongly you feel in each case. 
+3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
****************************************** 
_____ 1. Being a Jew is something a person acknowledges because of his birth, but 
he makes no effort to participate in or observe anything Jewish. 
__ 2. To be a Jew in the full sense of ·the word requires the observance of the 
religious rituals, practices, etc. 
____ 3. Compared to Jewish social gatheri.•1gs, social affairs run by Gentiles tend 
to be restrained and somewhat lacking in warmth. 
__ 4. To be told one is not a "typical" Jew is plain out-and-out insulting. 
--
5. The World Zionist Organization deserves the wholehearted support of every 
Jew. 
----
6. The only t:ilne one can relax and feel natural is in the presence of other 
Jews. 
7• Jews are smarter than non-Jews. 
--
____ 8. Basically Jews are only a group in the sense that they have a common 
religion such as Catholics or Protestants. 
--
9. Being born a Jew is outside one's control and therefore shouldn 1 t be 
sufficient basis for identifying one as Jewish. 
__ 10. The increasing use of Hebrew is something Jews may be justly proud of, for 
it is our "own" language. 
11. The relations between American Jews and the State of Israel should be 
-- maintained just as closely as po:::sible. 
__ 12. Jews who are trying to leave the Jewish group are better off out of the 
group, since they obviously cannot have too much of a Jewish feeling• 
__ 13. Being Jewish carries with it so many duties and responsibilities but very 
few rewards. 
14. A Jew's moral behavior should be guided by the Jewish religion. 
__ 15. Despite the fact that one is Jewish, there are fewer things more upsetting 
than the sight of a t:ypically boorish and bad-mannered Jew trying to com-
pensate for his feelings of inferiority. 
___ 16. There are many non-Jewish causes to which it is more worthwhile to con-
tribute money than to the United Jewish Appeal. 
+3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
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__ 17. Although the problem of anti-Semitism in America may be real enough, it 
has definitely been overplayed by a few Jewish malcontents and social 
misfits. 
__ 18. Jews are generally pleased by remarks that they do not look Jewish. 
__ 19. Jewish couples unable to have children of their own should adopt any 
child, Jewish or not, whom they may raise as they wish. 
_ 20. Going to Jewish services is largely a waste of time. 
___ 21. Jewish people who mention the word "Jew" loudly in public places, use very 
poor taste. 
___ 22. By retaining such customs as rel!gious orthodoxy, kosher food, and the 
wearing of beards, foreign-born J~ws help to stigmatize those Jews who 
have become more modern and Americanized. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
-
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
The best way for a Jew to get along with a non-Jew is not to show any sign 
of being Jewish. 
Living in a non-Jewish community, one would be happiest if no one knew 
that he were Jewish. 
One good way to combat anti-Semitism in America is for Jews to change 
those behaviors which other Americans find objectionable. 
Judaism bestows upon a person more restrictions than benefits. 
All Jews may not be perfect but the Jewish way of life is as close as 
human beings can get to a perfect society. 
A Jewish couple that is unable to have children should never adopt a child 
of Gentile parentage. 
A person who has converted to Judaism will probably be a better Jew, being 
a voluntary convert, than no.:rt people just born Jewish. 
The re-creation of the Jew:Lsi1 st~te in Palestine was one of the most 
thrilling events of our day. 
There is virtually no serious anti-Semitism in the United States. 
Survival of Judaism should be insured at all costs. 
Jewish parents should see to it that their children receive a Jewish 
education. 
Jews should be especially well-behaved in the company of Gentiles. 
The Jew's first loyalty should be to Jewry rather than to anything else. 
36. Anti-Semitism is every Jew's problem even if he does not happen to suffer 
-- from it. 
+3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
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37. There are lots of pros and cons about :intennarriage, but frankly many 
----- Jewish men would just as soon marry a non-Jewish girl as a Jewish one. 
___ 38. Only a superstitious Jew would keep kosher. 
__ 39. Jews go too far in hiding their Jewishness, especially such extremes as 
changing their names, straightening noses, and imitating Christian manners 
and customs. 
--
40. It would be unwise for a Jewish person to stick up for the Jews in the 
presence of Gentiles who discussed the Jews in derogatory terms. 
__ 41. The American Jew must separate himself from the State of Israel as much 
as possible. 
__ 42. Hebrew is an old-fashioned language that holds little interest for most 
Jews. 
____ 43. It gives a Jewish person a good feeling to live in an all-Jewish com-
munity. 
_____ 44. It is unwise for a Jew to read a Jewish newspaper on a bus or streetcar 
where everyone can see it. 
--
45. Jewish holidays are occasions for festive family gatherings. 
-- 46. Intermarriage is bad for the Jewish people. 
__ 47. The yotmg American Jew is doing a foolish thing by going to Israel. 
__ 48. A Jewish education is extremely important for a Jew. 
__ 49. A good way to fight anti-Semitism is to ignore it. 
____ 50. A person is Jewish for the sole reason that the world won't allow him to 
become a Gentile. 
28. The Jews who worked and fought for the rebuilding of their 
homeland have done a great service for Jews throughout the 
world. 
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Below are fifty statements about Jews and Judaism. Answer them m tenns 
of how much you agree or disagree with each statement. 'fhe best answer is ~ 2!!! 
Eersonal op:inion. 
Mark each statement on the line at the left according to how much you 
agree or disagree with it. Please mark eve!:l ~· Write :in +1, +2, +31 or •1, -2, 
-3 depending on how strongly you feel :in each case. 
+ 3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
****************************************** 
--
1. To be told one is not a "typical" Jew is something of a compliment in that 
it shows one is accepted. 
--
2. Tnere is no longer any reason for English-speaking Jews to pray in Hebrew. 
3. It is a strategic error for so many Jews to crow into professions like 
-- teach:ing, law and medicine. It would be better for them to enter all 
4-
'· 
6. 
-
7-
-
8. 
9. 
10. 
-
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
types of occupations. 
In the presence of other Jews, one generally feels somewhat uncomfortable 
and somewhat hostile. 
Most Jews are thrilled when they hear the Jewish national anthem and see 
the flag of Israel. 
Jewish high school students must guard against congregating in groups. 
Jews seem to know how to live better, have nicer th:ings, and go to nicer 
places than non-Jews. 
Judaism is the best religion of the religions of the world. 
It is reassuring to be a member of a minority group that has withstood 
every sort of hardship and privation for thousands of years. 
The increasing use of Hebrew is a step backward in time rather than a sign 
of progress. 
The attitude of American Jews toward the state of Israel should be charac-
terized by coolness and objectivity. 
If Jews mingled more with Gentiles, they would learn to develop a more 
favorable attitude toward Jews. 
One should be proud of being one of the descendants of the people that 
gave to the world the Bible and a great moral code. 
The most important thing in Judaism is the Jewish religion. 
Perhaps the position of the Jews in America would become more secure if 
they stopped trying to gain entry into circles where they are not really 
wanted. 
__ 16. One of the best aspects of the Jewish group is the value it places upon 
education and knowledge. 
+ 3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
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17. Although J~m may get extremely angry when under verbal attack by anti-
-- Semites, much might have been avoided if they had not behaved in a way 
which invited it. 
----- 18. Jews are sometimes embarrassed for other Jews who behave badly in the 
presence of Gentiles. 
____ 19. A person who has converted to Judaism probably has some ulterior motive, 
some reason other than a simple desire to be a Jew, for making such a 
choice. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
-
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
The teachings of Judaism enrich the life of a Jew. 
As a result of their chronic minority-group status, Jews tend to be more 
prone to breakdown than members of the majority group. 
It is wrong for Jews and Gentiles to inter-marry. 
If America had unfriendly relations with Israel, it would be a terrible 
calamity. 
Judaism is a rich and precious culture which measures up to any of the 
other great world cultures. ~ 
It is best to avoid the company ·of people who use very "Jewish" gestures. 
A Jew should consider it a special honor to have Gentile friends. 
Anti-Semitism in the United States is directed against foreign rather than 
native Jews. 
__ 28. The Jewish dietary laws should be respected by all Jews. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33· 
34. 
-
35. 
Conceit and overbeari."1.g pride are major faults of the Jet-m. 
A Jewish couple that is unable to have children should never adopt a child 
of Gentile parentage. 
Israel must become the center of Jews throughout the world. 
Anti-Semitism should be fought by the Jews with all their might. 
Jews are the chosen people of God. 
A Jewish education will go far to enrich a person's life. 
It is all right for a Jew to conceal his Jewish background if he wishes 
to do so. 
36. Jobs like "street cleaners", "garbage collectors", etc. are not suited for 
-- Jews. 
______ 37. Hearing of cases of anti-Semitism, one should invariably feel personally 
concerned. 
---
38. The only good solution to the Jewish problem is inter-marriage. 
+3: I agree·verymuch 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
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--
-
-
39. One looks.forward to the Jewish holidays. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
It is too bad that one has to belong to the Jewish group. 
Hearing somebody refer to the Jews as 11Kikes 11 should be taken as a per-
sonal insult. · 
The most important thing in Zionism is the establishment of Israel as the 
headquarters of world Judaism. 
Being Jewish is a wonderful thing. 
Every Jew should study Hebrew, the larigua.ge of his ancestors. 
The Gentiles should accept one as a Jew or not at all. 
It is advisable for American Jews to confine their Jewishness to their 
homes and synagogues. 
A Jewish young man who really loves a Gentile girl should give up his 
J ewishness if this were the only way he could marry her. 
Every Jewish family should be affiliated with one or more Jewish organ-
izations. 
American Jews should not have to give money to Oriental Jews with whom 
the,y have little in common. 
__ 50. A good Jew is one who does not behave in a typically Jewish manner. 
APPENDIX D 
SCALE OF JEWISH IDENTIFICATION 
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This is a research study dealing with attitudes towards Judaism. It is part 
of a large scale project involVing Jews and non-Jews in Boston and New York. 
It is being given to people who are affiliated as well as not affiliated with 
any church or religious group. It is not a test of how religious you are, but 
rather a measure of your feelings and attitudes towards Judaism, an index of 
your identification with Jews. 
You are identified by the number on the upper right hand corner of the sheets. 
Your name does not appear on this study. In this way you are encouraged to give 
your frank and honest opinion to all questions. 
Please do the questionnaires without spending too much time on each item, but 
be sure to answer every item and complete the necessary information on the first 
sheet. To make the results valic, the questionnaires should be done independently, 
without advice or help from anyone else; although there is no objection to your 
sharing the content with others, ~ 1! is completed. 
In return for your cooperation in completing and returning the questionnaire, 
your personal results on the Scale of Jewish Identification will be sent to a 
designated person in your group, on sealed numbered forms. In this way; by re-
taining the small sheet which has your number, you will be able to identify your 
own results and complete anonymity will be perserved. 
Thank you for your cooperation. If there is sufficient interest expressed 
in this stuqy, the results of this group as compared to other groups will be 
sent upon request after completion of the research. 
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S J I Face Sheet No.------
Date: 1. Birthplace: 
2. Age: ;. Sex: M F 4. Marital Status: S M W D Sep. 
5. Education: (circle highest grade completed) 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Bus. school 1 2 3 4 
College 1 2 3 4 
Advanced 
Degree 
6. Occupation: (give title and full description of work) -------------------------
7. Income per year: under $5, 000 
$5,000 - 10,000 ----
$10,000 - 15,000 :::: 
$15,000 - 20,000----
over $20,000 
If you are not employed, 
indicate family's income. 
If wife is employed, 
include her earnings. 
8. Birthplace of Father: 
-------- 9. Birthplace of Nother: 
10. Jewish synagogue preference: Orthodox Conservative Reform None 
11. Number of times attended Synagogue services in past year: 
12. List Jewish organizations and/or causes in which you are active: 
13. Did you have a religious Bar-Mitzvah in a Synagogue? -------------(yes or no) 
14. If of ag.e, do your children attend H~brew or Sunday School? __ _ (yes or no) 
15 •. Does (or did) your mother say the Blessing of the Lights on the Sabbath? __ _ 
16. Do you (or your wife) say the Blessing of the Lights on the Sabbath? -----
17. Were any of your grandparents <born in Europe? -----------
Remarks: (add anything you feel might be important) 
(yes or no) 
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Below are seventy-eight statements about Jews and Judaism. Answer them 
in terms of how much you agree or disagree with each statement. The best answer is 
your ~ personal opinion. 
Mark each statement on tho line at the left according to how much you 
agree or disagree with it. Pleas2, ~ ever.r .2.lli!. Write in + 1 , + 2, + 3, or -1 , -2, 
-3 depending on how strongly you feel in each case. 
+ 3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
1 • 
2. 
Because of their own persecution, Jews have learned to be more tolerant 
and 11nderstanding than most other groups in America. 
It would be more desirable for Jewish couples, unable to have children of 
their own, to adopt only childrert of known and proven Jewish ancestry. 
3. Loyalty to the Jewish group is the first ru1d most important requirement 
of a good Jew. 
_____ 4. Jewish religious practices such as the dietary laws, fasts, etc. must be 
retained if Judaism is to flourish. 
_ 5. With regard to the notion of Jews sharing a "common fate 11 , there is little 
reason for all Jews to share a fate for which they did not ask. 
_6. 
1· 
Hebrew is a language that holds little interest for most Jews. 
It is a poor idea for so many Jews to concentrate only on professions like 
teaching, law and medicine. It would be bett8r for them to enter all 
types of occupations. 
8. Those Jews who worked and fought for Israel did a nec•3ssa.ry job for the 
homeless and persecuted, but in this process as in any fight for freedom, 
did some things, such as terrorism, which made many Jews ashamed. 
_ 9. It should bo the concern of every Jew to continue through marriage the 
proud lineage of Abrt'lham, Isaac and Jacob •. 
10. A Jewish person is entitled to change his Jewish-sounding name if that is 
the only way for him to obtain a good position. 
11. Every Jewish family should support and bo active in Jewish organizations. 
12. Jews who arc trying to leave the Jewish group deserve whatever feelings 
other Jews have toward them. 
13. Jews should maku an issue of the faat that th0re ar!j some resort plac~s 
that carry signs "Gentiles only". 
----,- 14. A Jevr 1 s moral behavior should be guided mainly by the Jewish religion. 
15. Jews should avoid speaking Yiddish (Jewish) in public places where Gen-
tiles may hear them. 
16. Israel, as a small country, should have better sense than evur to have 
unfriendly relations with America. 
+3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a li ttlo 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree prett,y much 
-1: I disagree a littlo 
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17. A Jewish young man who really loves a Gentile girl might give up his Jew-
isrmess if this were th~ only way hv could marry her. 
18. An unbreakable bond unites th~ Jews of all cotrntries of the world. 
19. A Jewish education is of prim~y importanc8 for every Jew. 
20. In order to become bottGr accopted in America, immigrant Jews should, 
among other things, learn to speak without an accent and without using 
their hands. 
21. To be told one is not a "typical" Jew is plain out-and-out insulting. 
------- 22. Israel must become tho center of Jews throughout the world. 
23. To be a Jew in the full sense of the word requires the observance of the 
religious rituals, practices, etc. 
24. A person who has converted to Judaism will probably be a better Jew, being 
a voluntary convert, than most people who are born Jewish. 
25. Jewish culture should become independent of the culture of Israel. 
______ 26. The picture of Jews as aggressive, loud and pushy is unfair to the Jewish 
group as a whole, but there are enough examples of this sort of behavior 
by Jews to make the picture seem correct. 
-
-
27. Being a Jew is one's most important group membership; all other values 
should be sacrificed to this. 
28. It is all right for a Jew to conceal his Jewish background if it hinders 
29. 
30. 
31 • 
32. 
33· 
34· 
35· 
his getting ahead. 
An American Jew who goes to live in Israel is not making a very wise move, 
all things considered. 
Being born a Jew is outside one's control and therefore shouldn't be suf-
ficient basis for identifying one as Jewish. 
The fact that Jews keep to themselves helps to intensify ill feeling 
against them. 
There is no practical reason for English-speaking Jews to pray in Hebrew. 
One always feels at home among Jewish people. 
Jewish couples unable to have children of their own should adopt any 
child, regardless of whether he is Jewish. 
Despite the fact that one is Jewish, there are few things more upsetting 
than the sight of a typically boorish and bad-mannered Jew trying to com-
pensate for his feelings of inferiority. 
_____ 36. Every Jew should study Hebrew, the language of his ancestors. 
+ 3: I agree very much 
+2: I agree pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pretty much 
-1: I disagree a little 
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* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
37. The re-creation of the Jewish state in Palestine was the most thrilling 
event of the generation. 
38. The sabbath should be considcrt.!d as an important Jewish holiday, even 
though one might not be able to observe it. 
39. Altho1~h the problom of anti-Semitism in America may be real enoUgh, it 
has definitely been overplayed by some Jews. 
40. There are many non-Jewish causes to which it is more worthwhile to con-
tribute monoy than to the United Jewish Appes.1. 
_____ 41. Jews are generally pleased by remarks that they do not look Jewish. 
_____ 42. A Jewish education is not of practical importance to Jews who intend to 
spend the remainder of their lives in the United States. 
_____ 43· Intermarriage is bad for the Jewish people. 
_____ 44· Tho Jews who worked for tho rebuilding of Israel have done tho greatest 
possible service for Jews throughout the world. 
___ 45. Jewish people who mention the word "Jew" loudly in public places us~;; very 
poor taste. 
_ 46. Jews are somewhat smartor than non-Jews. 
----- 47. The most important thing in Judaism is observance of tho Jewish religion. 
____ 48. Jews go too far in hiding their Jewishness, especially going to such ex-
_49· 
50. 
51. 
-
52. 
-
53· 
54· 
55· 
56. 
tremes as changing their names, straightening their noses, and imitating 
Christian manners and customs. 
Jews would b0 more interested in learning Hebrew if it were taught at 
school as a foreign language. 
Jews should be espwcially well-behaved in the company of Gentiles. 
All Jews may not be perfect but the Jewish way of lif0 is as close as 
human beings can get to a perfect society. 
A person who has convurtod to Judaism can nevor quite be the same kind of 
Jew as one born a Jew and raised in a Jewish homu. 
Basically Jews ar;; a group primarily in the sense that they have a common 
religion such as Catholics or Protestants. 
The relations between Amurican J·ews and the state of Israel should be 
maintained just as closely as possible, no matter what happens. 
It gives a Jewish person a good feeling to live in an all-Jewish corr.munity 
Any semblance of anti-Semitism, however small, must be fought by tho Jews 
openly and publicly with all their resources. 
+ 3: I agree very much 
+2: I agreG pretty much 
+1: I agree a little 
-3: I disagree very much 
-2: I disagree pr~tty much 
-1: I disagrecJ a little 
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___ 57. The increased use of Hebrew is something of which Jews should be justly 
proud, for it is their "own" language. 
58. There arc lots of pros n.nd cons about intermarriage, but frankly many Jew-
ish mcm would just as soon marr.r a non-Jewish girl as a Jewish one. 
_59. The Jew's first loyalty should be to Jewry rather than to Rnything else. 
_ 60. As a result of their chronic minority-group stetus, Jcws tend to b0 more 
prone to insecurity than members of th8 majority group. 
61. It is UlU1ecessn.ry to observe Yom Kippur (Atonement Day) by fasting. 
62. When dealing with certain Gentiles, it is bwst not to advertise the fact 
that one is Jewish. 
----- 63. Tho World Zionist Organization d~serves the wholehearted support of avery 
Jew. 
64. The world of art would be a barren place without the great crun.tions of 
Jewish artists, writers and composers. 
____ 65. Jews are the chosen poople of God. 
_____ 66. Jews look forward to the Jewish holidays with eagerness anu enthusiasm. 
_____ 67. It is wrong for Jews. and Gentiles to int~r-marry. 
___ 68. Gentiles •rould learn to develop a more favorable r1tti tude toward Jews if 
Jews mingled more with them. 
____ 69. The Jewish problem is so general llild deep tho.t it is doubtful whether 
democratic methods can ever solve it. 
10. The Gentiles should accept one as a Jew or not at all. 
71. The Jewish dietary laws ought to be respected by n.ll Jews, if at all 
possible. 
____ 72. Every Jew is thrilled when he hears the Jewish national anthem and sees 
73· 
74. 
75. 
76. 
-
11· 
the flag of Israel. 
A Jewish couple that is unable to have children should carefully consider 
the probloms involved before adopting a child of Gentile parentage. 
Attending Hebrew school is not very necessary for Jewish children. 
Judaism is the best religion of the religions of the world. 
Jews who are trying to leave the Jewish group are better off out of the 
group, since they obviously cannot have too much of a Jewish feeling. 
One way to lessen anti-Semitism in America is for Jews to change those 
behaviors Which others seem to find objectionable. 
_____ 78. The most important thing in Zionism is the establishment of Israel as the 
headquarters of world Judaism. 
APPENDIX E 
BUSS-DURKEE HOST~LITY INVENTORY 
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·13-D Inventory Code N0• 
Answer each question true or false (T or F). Be as frank as possible, since 
your name will not appear on the sheet. . , 
1. I seldom strike back, even if someone hiM ·me first. 
2. I sometimes spread gossip about people I don't like. 
} • Unless somebody asks me in a nice v1ay, I won't do what they want. 
4. I.lose my temper easily but get over it quickly. 
5. I don't seem to get what's coming to me. 
6. I know that people tend to talk about me behind my back. 
1. When I disapprove of my friends' behavior, I let them know it. 
8. The few times I have cheated, I have suffered unbearable feelings of 
remorse. 
_ 9. Once in· a while I cannot control my urge to harm others. 
10. I never get mad enough to throw things. 
11. Sometimes people bother me just by being around. 
-
12. When someone makes a rule I don't like, I am tempted to break it. 
_ 1}. Other people always seem to get the breaks. 
___ 14. I tend to be on my guard with people who are somewhat more friendly than 
I expected. 
_ 15. I often find myself disagreeing with people. 
16. I sometimes have bad thoughts which make me feel ashamed of myself. 
___ 17. I can think of no good reason for ever hitting anyone. 
18. When I am angry; I sometimes sulk. 
19. When someone is bossy, I do the opposite of what he asks. 
20. I am irritated a great deal more than people are aware of. 
21. I don't know any people that I downright hate. 
22. There are a number of people who seem to dislike me very much. 
___ 2}. I can't help getting into arguments when people disagree with me • 
. _ 24. People who shirk on ~he job must feel very guilty. 
_._ 25. If somebody hits me first, I let them have it. 
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26. When I am mad, I sometimes slam doors. 
_ 27. I am always patient with others. 
28. Occasionally when I am mad at somebody I will give him the "silent 
treatment", 
_ 29. When I look back on what 1 s happened to me, I can't--help feeling mildly 
resentful. 
_ 30. There are a number of people who seem to be jealous of me. 
___ 31. I demand that people respect my rights. 
32. It depresses me·tha.t I did not do more for my parents. 
33· Whoever insults me or my family is asking for a fight. 
34. I rever play practical jokes • 
. 
35. It makes my blood boil to have somebody make fun of me. 
36. When people are bossy, I take my time just to show them. 
37. Almost every week I see someone I dislike. 
38. I sometimes have the feeling that others ar~ laughing at me. 
_ 39. Even when my anger is aroused, I don't use "strong language". 
___ 40. I am concerned about being forgiven for my sins. 
___ 41. People who continually pester you are looking for a punch in the nose. 
___ 42. Sometimes I pout when I don't get my own ~ay • 
.. _ 43. If somebody annoys me, I am apt to tell him what I think of him. 
___ 44. I often feel like a powder keg ready to explode, 
_ 45. Although I don't show it, I am sometimes eaten up with jealousy. 
_ 46. My motto is "Never trust strangers". 
___ 41· When people yeli at me, I yell back. 
___ 48. I do many things that make me feel remorseful afterward. 
_ 49. When I really lose my temper, I am capable of slapping someone • 
. 
_ 50. Since the age of ten, I have never had a temper tantrum. 
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_ 51 • When I get mad, I say nasty things. 
____ 52. I sometimes carry a chip on my shoulder. 
___ 53._ If I let people see the way I feel, I'd be considered a hard person to get 
along with. 
____ 54. I commonly wonder what hidden reason another person may have for doing 
something nice for me. 
____ 55. I could not put someone in his place, even if he needed it. 
_ 56. Failure gives me a feeling of remorse. 
_57. I get into fights about as often as the next person. 
___ 58. I can remember being so angry that I picked up the nearest thing and 
broke it. 
_ 59. I often make threats I don 1 t really mean to carry out. 
60. I can't help being a little rude to people I don't like. 
___ 61. At times I feol I get a raw deal out of life. 
62. I used _to think that most people told the truth, but now I know otherwise. 
____ 63. I generally cover up my poor opinion of others. 
_ 64. When I do wrong, my conscience punishes me severely. 
___ 65. If I have to resort to physical violence to defend my rights, I will. 
66. If someone doesn't treat me right, I don't let it annoy me. 
___ 67. I have no enemies who really wish to harm me. 
68. When arguing, I tend to raise ~ voice. 
69. I often feel.that I have not lived the right kind of life, 
_ 70. I have knoWn pe?ple who pushed me so far that we came to blows. 
____ 71. I don't let a lot of unimportant things irritate me. 
_ 72. I seldom feel that people are trying to anger or insult me. 
_ 73. Lately, I have been kind of grouchy. 
___ 74• I would rather concede a point than get into an argument about it. 
_ 75. I sometimes show my anger ~Y banging on the table. 
APPENDIX F 
SOCIOMETRIC SCALE 
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This is an experiment to determine how consistent people's observations and 
judgments of each other are. 
On the following pages are 25 pairs of sentences; the.y refer to kinds of 
behaviors and feelings which all people have. ·Each pair represents the extremes of 
a particular behavior or feeling. Read each pair carefully; then decide which three 
fellows on the list come closest to each sentence of the pair and write their names 
under the sentence which refers to them. Remember, each pair represents the 
extremes, and while no one individual m~ actually fit any one sentence, pick out 
the three fellows who would come closest if you had to make a choice. 
The names of the fellows are arranged alphabetically on a separate list. We 
are not interested in the individual people you choose, but rather, how consistent 
the observations and judgments of the group are. 
All results will be confidential, and your own responses will be anonymous, 
so you should feel free to answer each item frankly and honestly with your best 
efforts. 
To repeat, read each pair of items !! ~pair; then write below each sentence 
the three names representing the three fellows on the list who come closest to the 
statement in the sentence. Be sure to write ~ names for each sentence. Do not 
name yourself on any of the items. 
Feel free to ask any questions which m~ help you in doing this experiment. 
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1a. The fellows. who occasionally get into fist fights are: 
1b. The fellows who are usually not involved in fist fights are: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
2a. The fellows.'\tfho seem to get a kick out of playing practical jokes are: 
2b. The fellows who don't care at all for playing practical jokes are: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *·* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
3a. The fellows.who often seem to have a chip on their shoulder are: 
3b. These fellows seldom carry a chip on their shoulder. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
4a. These fellows just can't help getting into an argument, when you disagree with 
them. 
4b. These fellows would just as so~ concede a point, than get into an argument. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
5a. If you try to get more work out of these fellows, they're most likely to show 
.how they feel by deliberately slowing down on the job. 
5b. These fellows would be the least likely to pull a deliberate slow-down on any 
job. 
(1) 
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6a. These fellows generally feel the.world treats them pretty well. 
6b. These fellows seem to feel they're getting a raw deal from life. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
7a. These fellows often tend to suspect the motives and intentions of others, 
7b. These fellows seldom tend to suspect the motives and intentions of others. 
**************************************** 
Sa. These fe:J.lows often criticize or belittle themselves to an excessive degree. 
8b. When these fellows criticize themselves, there's usually a prett.y good reason 
why. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
9a. If insulted, the fellows most likely to answer back with their fists are: 
9b. If insulted, the fellows most likely to walk away from the situation are: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
10a. These fellows slam doors, kick things and bang the table when they're angry. 
10b. When they're angry, these fellows don't kick things, slam doors or bang the 
table. 
( 2) 
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11a. These fellows are irritable and ready to jump down your throat. 
11b. These fellows are rare~ irritable or crabby. 
., 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
12a. The fellows who usually are the ones to criticize almost anything are: 
12b. The fellows who seldom if ever criticize anything are: 
**************************************** 
13a. These fellows usually "buck11 any kind of rules or regulations of authority. 
13b. These fellows usually go along with the rules and regulations of authority. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
14a. These fellows are jealous as hell of the successes of others. 
14b. These fellows don't seem to have a jealous bone in their bodies. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
15a. These fellows feel that people are trying to insult or belittle them. 
15b. These fellows are not overly sensitive to insult or belittlement. 
( 3) 
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16a. These fellows have spells of depression and despondency more often than most 
fellows. 
16b. These fellows rarely seem depressed. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
17a. These fellows will occasionally resort to physical violence to defend their 
rights. 
17b. These fellows will rarely ever use physical violence, even to defend their 
rights. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
18a. These fellows talk about people they don't like behind their backs. 
18b. These fellows wouldn't think of talking about other fellows behind their backs. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
19a. These guys are likely to .. blow up" at the slightest provocations. 
19b. The guys who even under provocation don't "blow up" are: 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
20a. These fellows always seem to be threatening someone, or to do something. 
20b. You very seldom hear these fellows threatening anyone or to do anything. 
(4) 
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21a. These are the fellows who characteristically are most likely to be deliberately 
"late" for an appointment. 
21b. These fellows aren't the t,ype to be deliberately late, as a way of showing 
their feelings. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
22a. These fellows often display an air of bitterness and resentment. 
22b. These fellows seldom display an air of bitterness and resentment. 
* * * * * * * * * * * ~ * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
23a. These fellows feel that others tend to take advantage of, or "use" them. 
23b. These fellows seldom feel that others tend to take advantage of, or "use" them. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
24a. These fellows suffer severe pangs of conscience all out of proportion to what 
they might have done. 
24b. These fellows do not seem to be stricken with excessive and severe pangs of 
conscience. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
25a. When these fellows don't get their own way, they become sullen and sour-faced. 
25b. These fellows aren't apt to get sullen and sour-faced, even when they don't get 
their own way. 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
{ 5) 
APPENDIX G 
RELIABILITY COEFFICIENTS OF SOCIOI~TRIC SCALE ITE1~ 
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Reliability Coefficients for the Sociometric Sub..Soale !tellS 
Sub..Scale Individual Coefficients Mean Coefficients (1"kk:) a 
Assault .93 .90 ·90 .91 
Undirected 
·93 .83 .82 .87 
Irritability .90 .87 .87 .as 
Verbal 
·93 .88 .86 .89 
Jegativ:i:ta .94 .81 ·13 .85 
Reeentment .sa .81 ·19 .83 
Suspicion .86 .so .eo ·19 .81 
Guilt .84 .71 .32 .67 
a Calculated using z • conTersion table. 
APPENDIX H 
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE DATA ON PRELI.lVIINARY GROUPS. 
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Variaaee Analysis Summary or Total Hostility Scores 
Sources or 
Variance 
Between Groups 
Within Groups 
Total 
on Preliminary Groups 
Sums of 
Squares 
928.067 
12046.8.3.3 
12974.900 
P < .o.5 
df 
2 
87 
89 
Variance 
Estimate 
APPENDIX I 
STA-SEVEN CATEGORIES ON THE SCALE OF JEWISH 
IDE NT IFI CAT I ON 
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Range of Scores on the Scale of Jewish Identification 
by "Sta-seven" Categories 
Total Identification Score: Mean = 282.34 S.D. • 55.16 
Sta-seven 
Category Range of Scores N 
1 212 8Jld below .39 
2 21.3 to 240 .34 
.3 241 to 268 .38 
4 269 to 296 64 
5 297 to .32.3 51 
6 .324 to .351 43 
7 .352 and over .31 
CATEGORIZATION, FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION, AND ECCEl~RICITIES 
OF ITEivm ON THE SCALE OF JEWISH IDENTIFICATION 
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Categorization of items of the Scale of Jewish Identification 
General Religious Racial National Cultural Defensive 
3 4 2 8a 6a 7a 
12 14 9 16a 11 13 
18 23 17a 22 19 26a 
27 32a 24a 29a 28a 3la 
33 38 34a 37 36 39a 
46 47 L3 44 42 48a 
51 S3a 52 54 49 56 
59 6la 58 a 63 51 62a 
68a 66 67 72 64 69a 
76a 71 73 78 74a 77a 
a Refers to items in which a negative score indicates 
high identification. 
Miscellaneous 
1 1 40a 
sa ua 
lOa 45a 
15a soa 
20a 55 
21 60a 
25a 65 
30a 70 
35a 75 
·-· 
,I 
( , 
~ 
Frequency Distribution of Responses on the Scale of Jewish I~entification 
Item Not 
No. -3 -2 -1 +1 +2 +3 Given 
Item _·· ~ Not Item Not Item 
N!fo -3 -2 ~1 · ~~ , +2 +3 Given No. -.3 -2 -1 +1 +2 +.3 Given No. -.3 -2 -1 +1 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
ll 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
30 
90 
lll 
108 
47 
42 
45 
80 
44 
71 
19 
63 
• 
53 
62 
97 
55 
lll 
39 
28 
62 
31 . 25 
29 31 
39 29 
43 29 
32 28 
45 46 
27 14 
40 29 
19 26 
34 26 
14 15 
39 38 
30 24 
40 31 
48 36 
36 40 
36 27 
28 18 
18 16 
45 37 
62 
38 
34 
44 
46 
52 
35 
54 
38 
59 
52 
32 
44 
43 
40 
40 
60 
42 
48 
65 
82 
50 
37 
25 
54 
64 
61 
43 
51 
51 
59 
55 
34 
54 
30 
46 
31 
f:f) 
74 
50 
73 
65 
53 
55 
73 
55 
119 
49 
122 
61 
143 
70 
117 
72 
52 
81 
33 
106 
117 
43 
1 21 
1 22 
.. t• 
1 23 
0 24 
24 25 
0 26 
3 27 
9 28 
4 29 
2 30 
2 31 
7 32 
2 33 
2 34 
1 35 
6 36 
6 37 
2 38 
3 l~ 
2 40 
86 
lll 
116 
49 
40 
f:f) 
139 
144 
74 
112 
77 
100 
42 
44 
24 
55 
53 
19 
32 
54 
41 
33 
44 
48 
36 
42 
54 
71 
53 
62 
46 
55 
43 
28 
21 
29 
22 
18 
33 
39 
28 
27 
28 
40 
44 
30 
40 
36 
44 
29 
31 
36 
50 
39 
33 
34 
17 
20 
34 
44 
J 
30 
32 
31 
68 
40 
79 
24 
28 
47 
32 
5~ 
I 
24 
I 
45 
47 
5 
62 
5~ 
47 
65 
72 
34 
40 
35 
53 
. 51 
.43 
20 
9 
33 
24 
56 
34 
60 
54 
69 
56 
38 
68 
68 
41 
77 
58 
43 
43 
76 
38 
24 
10 
45 
41 
38 
50 
61 
90 
94 
67 
120 
132 
70 
51 
8 
3 
1 
3 
ll 
3 
3 
6 
8 
4 
3 
5 
3 
2 
10 
1 
2 
0 
2 
3 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
39 
126 
37 
41 
65 
ll5 
64 
31 
24 
40 
57 
66 
46 
62 
49 
25 
38 
63 
140 
31 
37 
72 
34 
14 
42 
43 
39 
35 
27 
37 
44 
45 
21 
32 
43 
30 
31 
88 
49 
38 
34 
47 
29 
19 
39 
34 
45 
40 
24 
36 
51 
35 
29 
30 
46 
33 
28 
32 
48 
26 
98 
21 
31 
44 
55 
57 
33 
69 
82 
65 
47 
61 
32 
49 
50 
46 
62 
63 
22 
50 
67 
19 
57 
60 
47 
35 
48 
62 
74 
53 
40 
52 
67 
55 
57 
()6,3 
67 
34 
17 
96 
28 
17 
lllt. 
125 
53 
19 
71 
64 
69 
71 
61 
43 
107 
75 
54 
105 
76 
21 
27 
60 
1 
2 
2 
1 
3 
1 
4 
3 
4 
2 
4 
2 
2 
1 
5 
2 
2 
3 
1 
3 
r 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
86 
60 
74 
55 
104 
21 
60 
15 
114 
44 
lll 
70 
36 
ll6 
46 
42 
76 
38 
36 
51 
23 
54 
26 
40 
41 
25 
74 
35 
40 
28 
24 
56 
24 
51 
58 
24 
31 
44 
33 
37 
36 
38 
44 
23 
46 
31 
22 
43 
10 
34 
36 
56 
34 
16 
37 
70 
50 
53 
36 
76 
33 
56 
27 
29 
43 
60 
54 
23 
59 
61 
74 
46 
16 
No; 
f2 +3 GiVI 
47 66 
48 - 28 
40 79 
62 40 
30 64 
179 46 
37 86 
95 88 
15 22 
52 106 
35 50 
54 46 
59 120 
28 41 
40 94 
49 39 
33 27 
66 106 
1 
3 
5 
3 
8 
4 
3 
2 
6 
7 
3 
3 
1 
6 
5 
6 
2 
8 
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Dioboto._,. of Items at the MediM Category (Item Eccentricities) 
Item Percent 
Ko. Split 
L 
1. 71.4/28.6 
2. r;o.~/49·7 
~. 58.9/41.1 
4· 59.2/40.8 
5· 56.9/4~.1 
6. 5().~/4~.8 
1· 70.7/29.~ 
a. 52.0/4s.o 
9· 69.4/3().6 
10. 56.~/4~.8 
11. 8~.6/16.4 
12. 51.6/48.4 
13. 64.1/~5-9 
14. 55.6/44·4 
15. 59·5/40.5 
16. 54-9/45.1 
17· 57.2/42.8 
18. 71.4/28.6 
19. 78.6/21.4 
20. 52.0/48.0 
Item Percent 
No. Split 
21. 51.0/49.0 
22. 5().~/4~.8 
23. 61.8/~8.2 
24· 53·9/46.1 
25. 56.9/4~.1 
26. 52.6/47·4 
27. 76.6/2~.4 
28. 82.6/17.4 
29. 56.3/43.8 
30· 66.8/33•2 
31. 50·7/49·3 
32. 62.8/~7.2 
33· 54-6/45·4 
34· 62.8/37.2 
35· 71.1/28.9 
36. 60.9/30.1 
31· 69.1/30.9 
38. 81.3/18.8 
39· 66.8/33.2 
Itea Percent 
Bo. Split 
40. 53.9/46.1 
41. 63.5/36.5 
42. 80.6/19·4 
43· 66.4/33.6 
44· 75·3/24·7 
45- 51.0/49-0 
46. 63.2/36.8 
47. FJJ.o;r;o.o 
48j 64.1/35·9 
49· 74.0/26.0 
r;o. 62.2/~7 .a 
51. so.o;so.o 
52. 51-3/48·7 
53· 67.8/32.2 
54· 58·9/41.1 
55· 53.0/47.·0 
56. 70.4/29.6 
57· 67.4/32.6 
58. 60.2/39.8 
59· 78.0/22.0 
Itea Percent 
No. Split 
60. 67.8/32.2 
61. r:.l).3/49·7 
62. 51.0/49.0 
63. 55.6/44·4 
64. 51.0/49.0 
65. 54.6/45·4 
66. 66.1/33·9 
67. 51.3/48.7 
68. 78.6/21.4 
69. 77.0/23.0 
70. 61.5/38.5 
71. 56.9/43.1 
72. 52.6/47·4 
13· 76.6/2~·4 
74· 67.8/32.2 
75· 63.5/36.5 
76. 51.0/49.0 
11· 55·3/44·7 
78. 71-7/28.3 
' 
4 5 6 7 
50 }2 02 21 -05 
36 31 07 -01 -13 
49 29 29-otl 
26 07 -07 
17 01 
-11 
\ 
Tetrachoric Correlation Matrix - 78 x 78 
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38 55 01 47 44 18 21 02 -04 }4 
35 58 " 40 38 02 }5 0} 00 42 
14 22 05 22 1} 09 04 00 -11 18 
09 29 11 12 07 09 -02 06 1} 14 
-04 -10 -0} -08 -00 -07 02 19 26 -17 
'' 15 27 0} 02 16 11 07 10 
24 04 51 22 }4 02 -05 52 
05 04 -01 -05 27 11 }5 
40 18 }2 21 -07 52 
20 14 -10 -06 28 
-00 0} 11 1} 
-01 02 09 
}2 14 
01 
45 29 -05 -0} 40 22 -08 30 06 27 28 17 18 36 3} }4 22 07 36 51 30 15 
32 15 -21 oo 30 17 07 15 08 1e 19 01 25 23 12 15 eo -02 14 27 15 14 
5~ }5 0} 20 55 47 06 43 21 57 18 27 23 }4 29 }0 36 13 41 63 34 27 
46 35 04 -06 61 66 -04 52 17 5} 15 2} 24 23 45 11 29 -1} 49 50 42 16 
2} 18 16 -01 2} 18 -02 18 11 }5 -01 06 16 16 10 18 22 16 09 18 14 25 
26 21 19 -01 11 19 -12 }1 31 22 11 31 11 2} }1 03 10 2} 30 31 22 02 
-o2 -05 22 os -05 -01 -16 -o1 oo 03 -03 09 n 09 12 -02 -01 24 -02 -2o -o2 o2 
32 17 15 -02 41 33 07 29 28 }0 10 09 1} 29 14 19 2} 02 26 . 46 25 16 
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12 20 '' 02 05 03 10 05 09 19 39 03 22 1} 30 08 05 01 25 12 05 -05 
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41 15 39 61 42 -04 -02 05 -24 33 -10 38 05 12 }8 24 28 48 17 22 02 29 34 40 19 33 2o 60 13 -06 18 26 32 19 45 27 -03 
42 30 50 53 57 16 05 21 -29 41 -23 47 12 23 01 38 47 63 40 42 08 49 25 50 18 43 45 45 05 -07 16 36 58 27 65 26 11 
33 22 73 47 37 19 08 30 -31 39 -15 47 02 02 49 34 }4 46 24 23 05 38 2} }7 08 38 }4 42 09 -01 22 40 39 28 51 30 -04 
29 31 17 07 oe 25 oe -05 -17 -04 27 01 01 02 13 10 -o3 oe 17 10 06 15 26 o6 ..oo 06 15 -oe 29 05 16 03 06 -as 15 10 05 
25 ..()2 11 11 21 -oo 12 -09 -07 10 -05 12 07 22 24 06 20 08 10 18 -06 00 09 16 06 -09 0} 06 04 -03 20 -22 12 -04 05 -15 05 
42 31 23 34 57 03 20 10 -04 24 -17 33 02 13 50 44 35 52 16 55 32 43 23 70 07 42 27 41 18 -37 15 48 60 20 53 14 -04 
34 16 27 36 }6 02 24 32 -06 16 -23 41 14 08 41 42 21 49 11 40 16 57 05 47 17 47 }3 31 00 -22 08 65 38 14 44 14 -12 
08 22 23 18 07 14 -15 -16 -11 15 05 02 22 -oo 04 -14 16 02 24 09 11 12 17 04 -12 -07 -09 02 09 02 09 02 01 -09 16 15 12 
33 19 27 27 22 17 23 07 00 02 04 22 01 13 41 43 07 33 29 50 15 46 20 45 06 40 23 35 31 -29 11 42 45 06 40 02 -05 
29 28 27 31 11 12 -02 13 14 -06 12 23 -01 20 23 12 15 09 32 06 19 20 27 13 -08 }0 27 15 }2 -06 03 29 26 -15 16 23 -03 
39 19 17 33 29 05 23 35 -06 01 00 41 08 29 46 }0 16 32 16 72 14 }0 10 56 16 47 04 39 29 -39 -05 4} 30 08 39 12 -02 
14 23 46 45 37 21 -07 01 -40 31 -09 26 -05 15 34 24 32 46 19 03 -06 37 30 32 06 23 }0 33 06 19 26 24 26 32 45 35 -05 
21 30 31 25 19 12 02 05 -23 15 03 15 -14 12 35 21 27 35 01 20 00 32 19 35 05 07 18 23 13 10 11 18 26 04 29 11 04 
25 19 33 41 20 13 -00 -04 -13 14 10 20 13 05 22 22 14 124 33 23 09 23 24 26 07 22 05 40 15 01 09 19 19 15 35 06 14 
35 30 27 42 22 19 13 03 -02 04 04 26 -03 21 35 30 }0 25 10 32 13 19 26 35 ()() 34 15 27 43 01 11 }4 39 -07 38 02 -13 
32 21 55 40 21 20 03 21 -24 16 02 33 06 02 37 25 17 52 16 21 03 49 15 37 16 32 24 39 01 02 06 42 29 26 47 16 06 
24 06 16 32 36 06 07 01 -14 17 -06 24 03 03 22 21 27 22 23 17 03 13 20 21 19 17 22 28 05 -01 07 04 43 06 26 11 04 
24 24 02 40 01 -04 21 09 -17 11 -11 12 30 19 19 31 -04 11 21 35 25 23 03 21 13 34 07 44 14 -37 -06 32 22 50 26 07 -05 
22 31 16 06 04 33 10 14 11 -21 46 12 -11 16 06 -04 -06 -07 02 17 12 11 }0 02 -11 11 03 -10 19 04 02 -0} -09 -13 04 12 15 
26 19 58 49 32 03 10 16 -26 32 -11 53 -10 12 46 46 35 65 }1 32 -02 49 20 53 20 39 37 46 21 -09 14 50 46 35 67 27 01 
63 35 44 56 71 04 19 24 -19 29 -21 43 -03 09 68 52 46 60 31 46 15 46 32 71 29 55 32 56 10 -16 13 51 68 20 56 29 -03 
37 25 64 39 46 08 05 33 -21 33 -06 36 -13 -03 40 46 25 57 23 16 22 45 29 47 13 46 3} 31 26 -01 15 51 47 24 54 36 -06 
26 13 -03 16 26 03 21 -11 14 14 0} 17 -01 14 22 13 43 19 05 05 10 12 15 31 08 06 03 04 24 -14 -01 09 30 02 22 04 -04 
32 40 52 37 15 07 12 -16 12 -05 }0 -05 14 50 27 19 44 43 43 06 37 24 43 02 45 22 39 27 08 16 39 35 04 39 26 15 
27 17 26 19 -10 06 -06 13 02 14 -12 06 33 09 14 19 26 24 33 }0 25 19 05 15 23 10 19 -01 -00 34 21 15 26 16 05 
45 36 32 -07 16 -32 19 -04 49 -01 11 40 32 26 1 49 33 15 00 41 26 33 09 27 36 40 26 10 16 41 29 12 52 29 10 
54 07 21 22 -21 36 -17 42 09 13 58 42 44 62 25 27 05 52 22 53 17 46 26 eo 19 -09 21 46 46 37 62 36 _,, 
11 00 19 -25 43 -35 41 02 -06 66 31 51 [60 09 22 16 46 37 57 13 36 39 39 -01 -04 26 }4 54 01 50 22 -13 
04 -05 -22 -13 27 03 -01 24 07 07 03 f, 08 13 03 10 13 34 10 -04 10 09 -02 17 13 01 05 05 -23 15 -11 09 
03 03 -07 -01 07 16 27 08 31 02 104 -13 35 -05 23 03 25 27 22 01 07 21 -29 04 }0 14 13 16 10 -16 
02 16 -05 39 -09 -14 20 02 -09 24 03 21 16 26 06 25 16 46 16 20 -02 -02 -00 27 04 07 17 32 -02 
-26 16 -27 -05 -o1 -22 -21 -23 L27 -os -25 ..oo -26 -05 -24 -14 -13 -24 -29 05 -o2 -20 -23 -29 -14 -19 -19 -04 
-30 28 16 -27 26 30 51 46 13 04 10 29 10 25 2J 22 19 35 -33 05 16 20 30 24 36 16 -14 
-21 -1o 26 -26 -15 -2o l 47 -01 -1o _,, ..o6 27 -22 -09 -13 -24 -2s 15 09 -14 -21 -37 -25 -17 -12 24 
13 11 35 29 33 51 12 39 07 34 25 45 24 56 39 40 01 -03 33 50 37 16 46 49 -02 
20 14 14 16 03 16 10 -05 09 -13 -11 09 06 01 07 -09 -06 -00 00 06 15 00 -01 04 
01 17 00 -04 14 23 -06 06 09 05 -08 04 -11 04 41 -25 -14 -01 01 05 09 -07 06 
47 53 j62 12 46 09 51 32 60 20 40 33 50 10 -13 26 44 57 16 56 17 04 
42 153 07 36 -03 45 -OQ 56 16 34 21 45 27 -}4 16 52 60 24 57 14 -04 
53 09 16 06 16 29 41 24 20 }0 31 10 -02 20 23 46 26 42 15 -06 
21 26 04 50 20 64 19 53 33 55 20 -06 26 50 55 }} 60 29 -05 
05 19 25 05 18 13 27 16 29 07 00 11 12 24 19 35 11 12 
12 34 17 51 26 47 15 45 26 -50 12 41 40 16 41 10 07 
21 -01 14 -02 20 02 15 05 03 -11 20 06 07 24 14 -03 
16 54 19 43 29 44 13 -23 03 69 45 15 62 27 05 
19 14 16 13 16 19 -03 35 11 23 -06 18 01 -04 
30 41 26 59 15 -30 20 56 69 26 65 23 -12 
27 16 23 -07 -11 09 14 26 26 11 13 05 
32 46 03 -13 06 54 43 12 44 49 -02 
15 -12 11 }0 41 43 05 36 33 -03 
18 -28 24 51 57 40 55 27 -05 
-29 00 11 11 03 15 11 11 
11 -28 -33 -09 -13 00 07 
11 16 04 21 06 -08 
53 08 54 22 -13 
17 61 20 -17 
35 21 -00 
}0 -03 
-14 
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 )57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 
Decimal Points omitted. 
APPENDIX K 
TETRACHORIC CORRELATION ~~TRIX 
APPEl'ID IX L 
UNROTATED FACTOR lviATRI CES 
174 
27 28 29 ,a 31 32 " 34 35 36 37 38 39 
1135 0608 -0252 -0831 -0017 0610 -0578 -0315 -0350 -0199 0025 -0325 
1085 0485 -0739 0338 1140 -0124 -0686 -0101 0585 -0396 -0150 0039 
2591 -1440 2236 1221 -0974 0405 -0102 0315 0003 -0159 -0142 0010 
0144 0624 0204 -0127 -0214 -1195 -1298 -0178 0091 1279 -0526 -0014 
1124 0186 -0314 -0773 -0350 0393 0094 -0573 0176 -0316 -0215 0010 
0685 0972 -1034 1437 -0620 -0859 -0207 -0290 -0330 0158 -0162 -0051 
0658 0656 -0334 0585 -0373 -0028 0422 -0344 -0465 -0169 -0346 0005 
1374 -1467 -0538 0357 0940 -0555 -0189 -0153 0025 0180 0118 -0097 
0089 0164 -0582 -0307 0147 1656 130G 0699 0661 0450 -0720 -0390 
0426 -0567 0452 0232 -0927 0374 -0985 0024 -0096 -0878 -0117 -0027 
1117 1022 -0670 -0110 0244 -0276 -0985 0251 0196 -0570 0221 0195 
1302 -2350 -1310 0199 -0100 -0020 -0570 -0500 0065 0154 0321 0045 
·0233 0855 0941 0453 0459 0515 -0651 0032 -0355 0360 0283 -0029 
1307 -0249 0875 1313 -0522 0337 0796 -0602 -0269 -0047 0165 0107 
0346 -0355 -1349 -0349 -0802 0308 -0439 -0529 -0474 0012 -0113 -0127 
0198 0565 -0343 -0502 -1085 -0477 -0088 0359 0243 -0001 -0087 0154 
704 -0350 -0263 0515 0818 -0097 0952 0256 -0603 -0224 0234 0092 
1433 -0963 0243 -0251 -0165 -0013 -0598 1396 0718 -0219 -0188 0214 
0582 -1345 -0092 0214 0098 -0771 0305 0657 -0699 0327 -0328 -0140 
0624 0014 0414 0914 1686 1347 0547 0137 0126 0442 0498 -0073 
0573 -0025 0216 -0491 0049 0414 0105 -0618 0810 0018 -0216 -0238 
0063 1041 -1583 0323 -1439 1028 0022 0964 0277 0025 0498 0137 
0370 0874 -0031 -0731 1254 -0526 0159 0520 -0607 -1097 -0083 -0188 
831 1470 -0284 1584 0002 -0101 0323 -0314 -0332 -0165 -0447 -0110 
0462 -0885 1071 -0023 0180 -0351 1183 -1150 0904 -0389 -0192 0081 
0776 -0342 0040 -1437 -1258 0829 -0086 -0329 0305 -0139 0276 -0048 
1295 1690 -0267 -0557 0454 -0897 0438 0152 0323 0318 0702 -0154 
0496 -0113 0283 -1575 -0494 -1579 1414 -0378 0467 0288 0280 0025 
0035 -0400 0361 -0861 0546 -0753 0014 0128 -0342 -0322 0329 -0176 
0722 0581 2164 -0225 0602 0063 -0439 0472 -0498 -0195 0080 -0027 
1563 0902 1067 0316 -0047 -0960 0351 0703 0372 -0289 -0257 0203 
0744 -0566 -1598 1353 0917 0167 0372 -0082 0470 -0086 0275 0172 
0063 0652 0055 0904 -0627 -0827 0532 -0477 0374 0201 0081 0130 
0699 -0292 -0183 -0034 -1125 0214 0738 0389 -0940 0338 0428 -0015 
0086 -0768 -0367 -0421 1301 0067 -1284 0360 0327 0400 -0199 0160 
1091 0882 1348 -0696 0105 1289 -0611 -1235 -0334 0343 0307 0273 
1520 0215 -0714 -1026 0464 0654 0590 -0460 -1156 0061 -0664 0414 
0493 0344 0448 1144 -0657 -0196 -0993 -0380 0415 -0194 0187 -0373 
0692 -1243 -0158 -0111 -0272 -0807 -0224 -0453 -0920 -0036 0166 -0176 
0865 00786 00743 00615 00562 00511 00463 00324 00255 00159 00104 00030 
' 
.... Unrotated Factor •trix 4 . 
Eigenvectors 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 
5730 1804 0,00 0523 0125 2282 -1774 2579 1410 2669 -0902 -0711 1720 -1588 -2107 2661 1872 0555 -1788 2051 0075 1649 1228 0260 10628 -1304 ~1135 0608 
4172 4147 -1307 4127 4437 1388 -1539 -0803 1824 -0125 1029 -0362 1698 0719 1387 -1464 1257 0051 1280 -0467 -0416 -0800 0776 0283 -0288 0055 1085 0485 
-7359 1534 -2330 0451 -0735 0643 -0945 0564 -0654 -1241 -1642 -0465 0933 -0262 -0569 -0309 0917 -0467 -1144 1751 0738 0265 -0096 -2121 0794 1325 2591 -1440 
-7114 1826 -0356 -2590 1627 -2763 2598 -1466 0725 -0453 0534 1026 1045 1074 -0564 0513 0625 -1060 0038 -0538 -1310 0417 -0669 -1398 , 1241 -1395 0144 0624 
3204 0023 -3076 .0626 0030 -1236 0486 -0527 -5849 1574 0048 2013 -1845 4096 0272 -2077 -0276 -0944 0004 2213 -0337 1599 0971 -0305 ·0305 0293 -1124 0186 
29 30 31 32 33 
-0252 -0831 -0017 0610 -0578 
-0739 0338 1140 -0124 -0686 
2236 1221 -0974 0405 -0102 
0204 -0127 -0214 -1195 -1298 
-0314 -0773 -0350 0393 0094 -
3546 -2426 -0722 -2107 1271 3451 -0101 3816 -4736 -1150 0094 -1843 0997 -1696 0501 -0751 -0973 1473 0226 0554 0868 -2183 -0587 -0121 0950 -0660 -0685 0972 -1034 1437 -0620 -0859 -0207 
-0553 -3135 -1579 -1788 0174 -3873 -5505 0886 220~ 2513 1273 1593 -1094 0121 1630 -0835 0478 -1966 -0886 0782 1903 -0779 -2072 -0026 ~0504 -1325 0658 0656 -0~34 0585 -0373 -0028 0422 -
4627 -0297 -2428 -0454 0960 0208 2393 -2147 2656 1719 -3445 -3414 -0129 0365 0032 -1889 -2507 -1232 0054 1208 2798 0444 -0830 0119 ~0048 0301 -1374 -1467 -0538 0357 0940 -0555 -0189 j 
-8376 1627 1422 -0300 0833 0913 0330 0946 0182 1379 0614 1486 0979 0663 -0123 0006 -0902 -0581 0660 -1368 0892 -1570 -0083 0569 0427 1644 0089 0164 -0582 -0307 0147 1656 1300 
2517 -3330 2683 0997 2668 -4132 3752 -0317 -1358 1345 0217 0268 4275 -1357 -0091 -0919 -0628 -0443 -0505 -0229 -0459 -0086 -0577 2497 -0226 -0204 0426 -0567 0452 0232 -0927 0374 -0985 
-6992 0168 2169 2267 -1925 1103 -1197 -2124 0171 0878 -0267 1168 -0773 1815 -0461 1035 -0499 1744 1141 -0238 2342 -0100 -0367 0296 2915 -0288 1117 1022 -0670 -0110 0244 -0276 -0985 
5318 2505 0466 0917 -1733 -1189 -0873 2061 0861 -2295 -0829 4561 0648 -0220 2548 2094 -0734 0586 -0649 1337 -0771 -0836 -1059 0400 0182 0855 -1302 -2350 -1310 0199 -0100 -0020 -0570 • 
2121 -0022 -1103 2400 -4269 2090 1617 3224 1122 -0434 4284 0558 2473 2339 0993 -o2ao -1358 0647 -1324 -0440 0871 1428 -0452 -0062 r0998 -0194 -0233 . 0855 0941 0453 0459 0515 -0651 
3288 1618 0462 -4412 -2172 1202 -2378 -5096 0732 0768 0574 1621 2074 0042 -1271 -1085 -1606 0212 -0993 -1138 -0749 -0848 1945 0699 1078 -0786 -1307 -0249 0875 1313 -0522 0337 0796 -
1735 -7049 0491 0501 -0344 -1678 -0345 -0959 1327 0564 -1191 -0263 0469 1711 -1505 -0620 1544 3841 -1228 -2041 0332 -0087 0227 -2181 -0632 132~ -0346 -0355 -1349 -0349 -0802 0308 -0439 
; 0292 -5978 -1162 -2960 -0952 -0496 -0530 1090 2770 -2043 1271 -0803 2510 1356 0712 1526 -0447 -1531 2809 1918 0839 0302 2677 0471 0188 130- -0198 0565 -0343 -0502 -1085 -0477 -0088 
r 5521 -0851 3044 2816 -0264 -o312 o82e -1312 -2264 -0598 1401 o868 2402 o692 -2252 2381 0487 -2o94 2138 -o240 1334 -0062 -12o4 -2261 ~152o -o9o: -0704 -0350 -o263 0515 oa18 -0097 0952 
a -7697 0001 1112 0872 -1552 -o114 -0173 0737 o169 -0065 -0394 -1168 -1176 o657 119a -1543 0523 -0278 -1085 -0494 0337 -2322 19oo -o411 -1254 -1949 -1433 -0963 0243 -o251 -o165 -0013 -0598 
~ -6689 -1176 3044 -0123 -1129 0576 -0693 -1941 -1442 -0024 1957 -0929 -1730 -0539 2604 0563 1298 1295 0234 -0543 0864 2807 0189 2309 10252 -022~ 0582 -1345 -0092 0214 0098 -0771 0305 
~ 1528 -7768 -1867 0285 -0497 -0899 1611 -0285 0072 1707 -1068 -0155 0343 0645 1801 0508 1430 0936 1029 1653 -2051 -0848 0090 0121 11395 -1212 0624 0014 0414 0914 1686 1347 0547 
I, 
' 1447 -0382 -0340 3212 -4584 -3670 -3488 -0523 -1099 -3228 -0133 -2056 1254 -2955 0211 -1548 -1034 0511 2059 -0516 -0218 1216 -0075 -0701 0472 -1125 -o573 -0025 0216 -0491 0049 0414 0105 • 
2 -7154 2668 -2018 -0229 -1288 -1558 0759 -0383. 1317 -0508 1070 -1548 -1872 -0719 -2419 -1042 0100 0046 0388 0767 -1344 0364 -2224 0902 t 0208 0067 -0063 1041 -1583 0323 -1439 1028 0022 
~ -6189 1~8 -2211 -3546 -1130 -1964 0970 -1223 0332 -0845 2171 -2035 0055 -0391 2431 1115 -1047 0237 -1415 -0010 -1634 -0729 -0271 -1732 0630 1007 ~0370 0874 -0031 -0731 1254 -0526 0159 
4 1125 -3463 0629 5311 -0351 0790 2263 -2232 1700 -4404 -0629 1133 -2455 -0606 -0431 -0113 1163 -1939 -1865 0845 -0235 -0101 0591 0768 0318 0604 -0831 1470 -0284 1584 0002 -0101 0323 
5 5734 -0829 -3833 -2627 1063 -0179 1736 1365 0982 -1769 2427 -0883 -0934 1322 -2057 1775 1558 2220 -0086 -0082 0778 0209 -1220 1418 0325 -0668 ~462 -0885 1071 -0023 0180 -0351 1183 
6 3559 -4747 -2697 0902 2027 3627 1258 -1156 0071 -1379 0166 0618 -1388 -0658 2028 1563 -2415 -1837 -1103 -2310 0397 0254 -0263 -0831 0215 -1791 0776 -0342 0040 -1437 -1258 0829 -0086 
7 -6179 0747 -3271 -1790 -0754 -2062 0414 -1274 -1906 -1295 -2373 2392 1355 -1307 0075 -0133 0973 0477 -1443 -0247 1972 -0236 1189 1130 "1912 0201 1295 1690 -0267 -0557 0454 -0897 0438 
8 4280 -2281 5515 3441 0388 0501 0152 -0357 0926 1601 2128 -0250 0167 -1125 -0338 -1926 -0799 0368 -1472 2586 -0860 -1080 -0209 -0662 0588 0320 0496 -0113 0283 -1575 -0494 -1579 1414 • 
9 3757 -2686 1994 -2899 0060 2174 -2514 2195 0301 -2591 -2520 0416 0526 2594 -1320 -2745 1547 -2367 0628 -1693 -1631 0144 -1573 1131 0885 0249 0035 -0400 0361 -0861 0546 -0753 0014 
0 4169 -0866 0859 2703 3876 -3547 -2250 2321 0275 -1307 -0660 0321 -2497 1088 -1727 1093 -3349 1404 -0006 -0112 0328 -0859 0853 0767 0100 -0094 -0722 0581 2164 -0225 0602 0063 -0439 
1 
<2 
t3 
14 
15 
i6 
17 
18 
19 
4754 -2587 -3274 1,04 1061 1999 -0125 0790 1188 2851 -1794 3445 0418 -3064 0789 -0615 0079 1062 1436 -1062 -0969 1905 -0950 -0735 r0183 0111 -1563 0902 1067 0316 -0047 -0960 0351 
5405 -1327 2613 -2455 3194 -1945 -0463 3335 0039 -0212 1194 0041 -1341 -1363 -0802 -0968 -1130 -0991 -1159 -1269 -0356 2429 2190 -1197 ~ 0376 0090 0744 -0566 -1598 1353 0917 0167 0372 
3695 0334 -o211 3639 -3006 -1157 -1185 1476 -1o56 2783 -1969 -3524 o118 2551 1191 2967 -o61o -1533 -13oo -2288 -1490 oo28 -0125 0879 ro3o6 0872 oo63 0652 0055 0904 -0627 -0827 0532 . 
3628 2219 -3387 2905 61oo -0051 -2573 -1654 0011 -1063 0906 -1536 1427 o8o8 1465 -0538 0990 0111 0190 oo69 -o614 0311 0345 -ooo2 ro129 0016 -0699 -o292 -0183 -0034 -1125 0214 01;8 
1265 -4925 -3638 0710 -0001 1878 -3944 -2745 -2191 0191 2659 -0607 0620 -1413 -2332 0705 -0590 -0941 -1522 0420 -0907 -0454 -0672 0908 i 0795 1363 0086 -0768 -0367 -0421 1301 0067 -1284 
-6888 -0035 3469 -2288 0114 -0493 0559 -0097 -0861 0395 0460 -1312 -1634 -2383 1619 -0316 2124 -1231 0734 -0644 1257 -0400 -0410 -0069 0113 1916 -1091 0882 1348 -0696 0105 1289 -0611 . 
-8143 0553 0093 -0523 -1798 1246 o628 0120 0161 -0703 -2883 -0303 o;oo -0267 -0304 -0486 -1653 0936 0485 0927 -1380 0024 0301 o623 r1589 -0883 1520 0215 -0714 -1o26 0464 0654 0590 ' 
-6548 -0785 3401 -2501 -0025 1964 -0927 -1595 0465 1041 0213 0109 -2478 0758 0272 0543 -1196 0508 2034 1313 -1590 -0007 -0047 -0386 f 3002 -0029 0493 0344 0448 1144 -0657 -0196 -0993 l 
3067 0307 -4982 2481 -~45 -0857 1881 1739 0400 2451 1966 0956 -2396 -1909 -1769 -0699 0383 -1236 2236 -1428 -0332 -1630 1778 0371 0494 0224 0692 -1243 -0158 -0111 -0272 -0807 -0224 l 
25157 07976 06004 05641 04695 03814 03645 03505 03033 02912 02739 02658 02633 02430 02051 02039 01845 01770 01592 01570 01389 01248 01232 01155 p1015 00919 00865 00786 00743 00615 00562 00511 00463 
Decimal Points mmitted. Eigenvalue/ H 
25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 
8 -0230 -0027 0670 0978 1084 -1411 -1289 0465 -0423 -0766 0274 0203 0048 
·2 1775 1366 0883 0541 -0805 1060 0345 0001 0135 0257 0033 0246 -0272 p -0863 1569 1508 -1115 -0960 -1108 0138 0184 0638 0089 0780 0371 -0314 
5 -0408 0813 0973 0066 0125 0855 -0434 0461 -0304 -0655 0255 -0043 -0652 
5 -0233 0717 f-0426 0273 -1700 -0428 1:~51 2079 -0926 -0116 -0242 -0220 0339 
~ 0437 1166 I 1640 0378 0639 -0457 -0850 -03()8 -0681 0027 0201 -0281 0251 
0 -1636 1000 ~0310 0436 -1636 0349 -0689 -0233 0781 0481 -0008 -0410 -0234 
8 -0512 -0831 0245 0947 -0695 0348 -0888 -0418 -0551 -0143 0017 0196 -0206 6 0319 1839 0358 0290 0965 -0504 0174 -0195 -0264 0375 0333 -0025 0078 
6 -1701 1824 0346 1151 0622 -0152 0450 -0734 0692 -0013 0288 -0171 0720 
~ 0701 -0819 ~0709 -0102 -0320 -0079 0946 0841 0863 -0629 0248 -0670 -0039 
, 1056 0464 r 0417 0844 0349 0620 -0929 0543 -0328 0237 0010 -0988 0160 
2 1337 -0630 -0036 1072 0441 -0001 -0208 0743 0708 -0261 -0208 0546 -0121 
~ -0441 -0624 roo80 0071 -0427 -0729 1565 -1872 -0527 -0236 -oo17 0162 0113 
1 1609 -0146 0801 -2389 -0092 -0211 -1179 -1376 0894 0079 -0170 -0742 0562 
~ 2094 0694 1468 -0099 -0241 -1260 0189 0658 -1122 0501 -0659 -0093 -0366 
'-1592 -1362 ~1590 -1000-0364 0381 -1323 -0262 -0740 0582 0421 0419 -0298 
~ 0009 -0985 -0975 -0375 0718 0047 1473 -0359 1162 -0800 -0420 -0570 -0828 
~ -0712 -0598 -0622 -0768 -0957 0373 -0423 0075 -0179 0608 -0541 -0539 -0071 
) -1312 1078 0415 -0631 1470 0805 0797 0675 -0311 0535 -0002 -0113 -0307 
r -0286 -o271 1 0791 -o119 o1o8 -1198 0173 -0189 0356 -0456 0169 -o2o1 -032o 
~ -0121 -1812 -0269 -0421 1580 0136 0796 -0420 -1031 0973 0831 -0080 -0113 
) -0992 -1084 1752 0805 0035 -0745 0031 -0488 -0177 0221 -0889 0306 -0236 
) 1293 -0285 -1832 1286 0215 -0708 -0107 0174 1564 0626 -0034 0876 0115 
~ 1192 0456 0093 -0494 0696 0022 0747 -0182 -0666 -0766 -o220 0095 0137 
I 0269 -0500 0519 -1854 -0891 0405 
1 -2394 -0111 -o157 0451 1216 -0742 
) 0043 0633 -0303 0791 -0170 -0258 
. -0659 -1281 0018 0890 , 0351 1012 
1192 -1392 1340 0864 0195 1137 
0977 0663 
0465 0440 
0644 -0511 
0375 0586 
0740 -0018 
0508 0284 0653 0664 
0663 01 42 -0246 -0189 
0215 1160 -0575 -0133 
0252 0060 0026 -0171 
0017 0959 -0276 0064 
0440 
0068 
0126 
0737 
0050 
~ 0921 0266 -1020 -0441 -0326 -0084 0795 -0688 -0444 -0400 0724 0268 0087 
f -0207 -1485 -1035 0126 -0789 -0523 -0504 -0246 -0294 -0740 -0627 0167 0504 i 1034 -0654 1864 2251 -0733 1094 -0048 -0838 0003 -0416 1168 -0354 -0171 
-0125 -1308 0308 0246 -o203 -1312 -0289 0967 -0346 -0140 0470 -0237 0366 
-0739 0837 0929 -0613 0482 2159 -0327 -0088 -0255 -1021 -0808 0578 0260 
\ 1240 0947 -0512 0005 0223 -0580 -0096 -1140 -0202 0108 -0415 0132 -0071 
, -0947 0746 -0651' 1283 -1250 -0059 0257 -0856 -0208 -0037 -0090 0087 -0053 
0598 0241 0658 -0351 0705 0230 -1353 0806 0818 0260 0075 0274 -0075 
0034 -1022 -Q251 0106 -0462 -0523 -0659 0155 0330 0158 -0014 -0153 -0337 
[ 01097 00987 00828 00794 00623 00605 00599 00522 00396 00271 00207 00151 00112 
175 
38 39 
Unrotated Factor Matrix B 
Eigenvectors 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 _2_2__ .. 30 31 
1 5820 2348 -2072 1543 -0926 0920 0644 1250 2740 -4295 0341 -0707 -0287 1813 -1900 1302 0542 -1900 -1178 -0179 1011 -0964 0677 0068 -0230 -0027 0670 0978 1084 -1411 -1289 
2 3565 2254 -2875 2004-0614 3624 -3175-0529 -132o 0231 3393 1591 2129 0100 -0898 -1254 2102 0902 -1846 -0802 1193 -0385 -0815 o620 1775 1366r0883 o541 -0805 1o6o 0345 3 5881 2163 -3976 -0222 -1445 -1161 2249 -0260 1338 1517 -0340 0025 1418 -0500 0179 -0093 0149 2643 -0814 -1856 -1119 1151 2371 -0566 -0863 1569 1508 -1115 -0960 -1108 0138 
4 7732 0494 -0050 -1044 -2019 -0640 1821 2640-1430 -0573 -1726 -1241 -0851 0273 -0405 -0434 1558 -1395 -0427 1081 0123 2040 -0353 1595 -0408 0813r0973 0066 0125 0855 -0434 
5 6854. -1951 -2403 -1303 2430 2042 0161 -o1o8 -1276 -1255 -1111 1683 -0976 -0573 1409 -0010 0235 -19o5 -1171 1062 -1815 -o252 o665 -0445 -o233 0111 ro426 0273-1100 -0428 1351 
6 1332 5132 -3736 -0699 1476 0440 1249 -3704 -1802 0550 -0880 -0738 -1520 1381 -0772 1541 -2665 1933 -1058 -0727 -1211 1024 -2505 -005} 0437 1166 1640 0378 0639 -0457 -0850 . 
1 2161 · 1853 5934 0523 1693 -2133 1970-1556 -2813 -0843 o666 -1662 1159 2912 -119o -1904 -1o44 -21o3 -1087 -0382 -o1o3 -o527 ooo1 -o14o -1636 1ooo ro31o o436 -1636 o349 -0689 . 8 3081 -1601 -0414 6330 0338 -2229 0007 1288 -0893 0483 -2974 0987 -0972 -0307 1715 -1206 -0463 2205 -1021 -0270 -1128 -2444 -0324 269~ -0512 -0831 0245 0947 -0695 0348 -0888 . 
9 -3777 0111 1683 2268 0419 1879 -0242 3250 -2015 -4291 -0974 -1841 3489 -1558 3089 -1434 -1462 1014 0287 0273 0810 1049 -0011 -0536 0319 1839 r 0358 029o 0965 -0504 0174. 
10 4548 -5057 -1440 -2192 -0854 -0429 -2523 -0370 -2242 0510 -2029 -0182 0449 -2127 -2482 0802 0510 -0587 -0393 -1611 1124 -1867 -0120 0688 -1701 1824 0346 1151 0622 -0152 0450 . 
11 -3144 5804 -1632 1411 1332 -1685 -0977 0233 -1815 -0589 -2292 -1782 2063 -0004 -2562 0936 1666 1150 3189 1051 -0534 -0606 0751 0899 0701 -0819 -0709 -0102 -0320 -0079 0946 
12 6516 -0702 -1184 1937 0767 -4231 1036 -0119 0047 0451 1025 2278 -0565 -2463 0186 -0500 -0960 1048 0388 0936 2092 0213 1911 -1879 1056 0464 -0417 0844 0349 0620 -0929 
13 0877 -0467 2372 -2984 -3186 -3250 -0404 -4305 -1500 -4544 -0126 1427 -0708 -1977 0334 -1862 0708 0694 0405 -1697 -1585 0711 -0196 0082 1337 -0630 -0036 1072 0441 -0001 -0208 
14 0832 6860 2451 1295 -1040 -1449 0815 -0549 -1176 -1212 1512 1393 0029 -2593 -0466 0966 -0532 0138 -2625 2865 0478 -0188 1078 100} -0441 -0624 -0080 0071 -0427 -0729 1565 . 
15 7537 -0228 -0561 -1499 1286 1504 -0843 0178 0699 -2528 -1499 1827 0142 1398 0752 -1524 1112 0034 -0403 0974 -1233 0065 -0078 0861 1609 -0146 0801 -2389 -0092 -0211 -1179 . 
• 16 6425 0971 3407 -2533 0202 0700 1025 -1093 1103 1177 -1138 -0503 2677 -0919 -0914 0143 -1639 0026 1513 -0699 0996 -1616 -1004 1670 2094 0694 1468 -0099 -0241 -1260 0189 
~ 17 5564 -1759 -0887 -4847 0673 0256 -0949 0536 -2326 -1127 0082 2559 2172 04;6 -0255 1678 -0848 0327 2063 -0182 1026 0098 1004 0689 -1592 -1362-1590 -1000-0364 0381 -1323. 
~ 18 8006 -1633 -0755 -1422 -0601 0461 1162 1464 0728 0068 -1376 1029 0489 0022 0847 0230 -1850 0270 -1818 -1493 1119 -0771 -1351 -1206 0009 -0985 -0975 -0375 0718 0047 1473 -! 19 3309 19}0 -2473 0259 -4908 -0134 -2354 -0492 0767 -2225 2416 -4448 -0946 -1217 1768 1696 -0295 0224 0028 -1006 -0425 -2002 0528 -0300 -0712 -0598 -0622 -0768 -0957 0373 -0423 
~ 20 5537 1928 4103 1901 1919 -0274 -2085 -0718 2158 -1804 1293 2046 -2006 1637 -2018 -0020 0233 2022 0521 0463 -0047 -0602 0401 0120 -1312 1078 0415 -0631 1470 0805 0797 
k 
~ 21 1871 0042 -1095 3531 -2480 4259 -2441 -1131 -3611 0669 1579 1359 -2578 0045 -0361 -1658 -3346 -1332 2476 0019 0014 0721 1117 0547 -0286 -0271 0791 -0119 0108 -1198 0173 • 
= 22 6985 1300 0443 1877 -0592 1173 -0470 -2373 -0361 1387 -2558 -1469 0968 -0850 -0224 -2068 1759 -1848 -0623 -0593 -1518 -0283 0343 -1503 -0121 -1812 -0269 -0421 1580 0136 0796 -
~ 23 3231 3188 -3553 -1024 5133 -0932 -1463 2190 -3173 -1046 0043 -0331 -1109 0218 0493 -0259 1826 1098 0760 -0705 0402 0236 -1061 -2050 -0992 -1084 1752 0805 0035 -0745 0031 -
~24 7863 -0047 1782 -0021 1502 1620-0095 0605 0438 0935 -0720-1075-0417 1498 0561 0850 -1248 0705 0060 1996 -0694 -1635 1697 -0786 1293 -0285 -1832 1286 0215 -0708 -0107 
~ 25 3213 -1183 1646 0146 1098 -4425 -4730 -0613 -1514 1256 0181 -1285 0899 3665 2304 1721 -0564 -0665 -0976 -1513 -0000 1102 2075 0630 1192 0456 0093 -0494 0696 0022 0747 -
26 6554-0309 0520 4510 -0130 -2077 0287 -0607 -0502 -1939 -0670-0006-0828 -0318 0201 2109 -1087 -0577 0549 0003 2105 0576 -2743 -0319 0269 -0500 0519 -1854-0891 0405 0977 
27 4834 -2004 -2994 0735 1249 -1342 1282 -3135 1194 0468 3273 -0337 2687 0468 2733 -0638 0748 -0124 0880 1952 -0314 0526 -1231 2146 -2394 -0117 -0157 0451 1216 -0742 0465 
28 7386 -0279 1562 -0622 -1898 -0086 -0305 2628 0904 0652 -0885 -1569 -3201 -0303 -0655 0178 0842 0612 0964 -0210 -0001 3012 0022 1453 0043 0633 -0303 0791 -0170 -0258 0644 -
29 2061 6444 1778 -0131 -0039 1305 1626 3598 0619 0310 1484 2155 1401 0201 0585 0129 -1478 -0559 0328 -3655 -1389 0306 0222 1005 -0659 -1281 0018 0890 0351 1012 0375 
30 -2289 -2263 -6895 -0112 -1551 -1260 1762 -o16o -0683 -1399 -0487 -0518 1347 2502 -2045 -0843 -2288 -0529 -1158 0998 0712 0822 0986 0787 1192 -1392 1340 0864 0195 1137 0740 -
31 3018 -1242 -2480 -2538 3590 -2837 0384 2057 1715 -0632 3247-2286-1755 -0483 -0957 -4107 -1278 -0449 1489 -0852-0322 -1247 -0393 0572 0921 0266 -1020 -0441-0326 -0084 0795-
32 7090 -0121 1586 2805 0843 1627 1474 -2502 0785 1061 -0140 -1385 0980 -0450 -0681 -1792 1213 0586 0239 -1280 2688 1638 0851 -0124 -0207 -1485 -1035 0126 -0789 -0523 -0504 ~ 
33 7476 -1024 1629 -1710 1269 2089 -0079 -1304 0799 -0009 1212-1115-0111 -0065 1946 2395 0419 0336 1249 0652-0255 0543-0581 -0196 1034-0654 1864 2251 -0733 1094-0048-
34 3367 -1482 2353 -1723 -4931 -1684 -2329 3044 -1298 1878 1606 0066 1191 1906 -1058 -1566 -0005 2227 -1089 1738 -0449 0123 -1982 -1116 -0125 -1308 0308 0246 -0203 -1312 -0289 
35 7962 0365 -0166 -0123 -0986 1453 -0224 0039 -0213 0620 -0128 -1760 1667 -1394 -1391 -0655 -1873 0931 0720 1955 -1756 0006 -0021 -1154 -0739 0837 0929 -0613 0482 2159 -0327 -
36 4236 -1746 -0703 3968 -2053 -2639 2836 1593 -1452 0691 2249 1958 1448 -0048 -0840 2170 1386 -2179 2001 -0313 -2295 -0362 -0729 -1092 1240 0947 -0512 0005 0223 -0580 -0096 -
37 -0612 3430 -1969 0255 -2081 -1799 -4065 -0701 4872 -0475 -3060 2186 1523 1258 0581 -1353 -1124 -1333 1812 0558 0042 0683 -0901 -1145 -0947 0746 -065J 1283 -1250 -0059 0257 -
38 2128 6827 -1508 -1311 0638 -1982 -2316 0745 -0457 3158 -0101 -0008 -0499 -2448 1455 -0724 -0315 -2901 -0877 0820 1033 -0129 -0565 0621 0598 0241 0658 -0351 0705 0230 -1353 
39 -0287 -3594 0753 2390 4162 -0377 -3735 0673 1841 -0728 1106 -0635 1866 -3271 -2894 1318 -1627 -0524 -2095 -0317 -2063 2175 -0341 0429 0034 -1023 -0251 0106 -0462 -0523 -0659 
25783 o811o 06326 05026 04459 04003 03525 03301 03077 0286o 02741 02501 02450 02389 02098 o2oao 01942 01768 01737 01640 01417 01332 01284 01159 01097 00987 00828 00794 00623 oo6o5 00599 a 
Decimal Points omitted. Eigenvalue/ N 
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Highest Factor Loa.d.in8S for Items on the Scale of Jewish Identification 
Matrix A Matrix B 
Item Load- Fac- Item Load- Fa.c- Item Load- Jlae- Item Load- Fao-
Ko. ing tor No. ing tor No. ing tor No. ing tor 
1. ·41 6 21. .56 7 40 .27 4 60 .67 6 
2. • 80 5 22 • .sa 1 41 .56 6 61 .36 6 
3 .38 1 23 .71 1 42 -·39 5 62 .38 2 
4 .70 1 24 ·45 2 43 .so 1 63 .52 1 
5 ·35 1 25 ·57 1 44 .62 1 64 .51 5 
6 .63 6 26 .66 2 45 ·54 1 65 .60 4 
1 .71 1 27 
·''' 
1 46 .67 3 66 .37 1 
8 .46 1 28 .70 3 47 .68 4 67 .so 1 
9 .42 3 29 ·53 6 48 -.41 8 68 -·44 a 
10 .61 8 30 .49 8 49 .so 1 69 -.74 3 
11 .66 3 31 .40 2 50 ·50 2 70 -.46 6 
12 .32 4 32 ·44 8 51 ·57 4 71 .38 3 
13 .65 4 33 ·45 4 52 .64 8 72 .sa 1 
14 -.sa 8 34 .83 5 53 ·31 2 73 -.66 1 
15 .46 2 35 ·71 2 54 .60 1 74 .50 1 
16 -.40 5 36 ·50 3 55 ·45 1 75 .69 4 
17 ·57 3 37 .38 3 50 .69 1 76 ·59 2 
18 .44 3 38 .61 3 57 .62 1 77 .68 2 
19 .64 3 39 .55 4 58 ·33 5 78 .68 5 
20 .sa 2 59 .60 3 
APPENDIX N 
ROTATED FACTORS 
Re J.Q 
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Matrix A - Factor 1 
23. To be a Jew in the full sense of the word re-
quires to observance of the religious rituals, 
practices, etc. 
4. Jewish religious practices, such as the dietary 
laws, fasts, etc., must be retained if Judaism 
is to flourish. 
27. Being a Jew is one's most important group mem-
bership; all other values should be sacrificed 
to this. 
22. Israel must become the center of Jews through-
out the world. 
25. Jewish culture must become indenendent of the 
culture of Israel. -
8. Those Jews who worked and fought for Israel 
did a necessary job for the homeless and perse-
cuted, but in this process, as in any fight for 
freedom, did some things, such as terrorism, 
which made many Jews ashamed. 
39. Although the problem of anti-Semitism in America 
may be real enough, it has definitely been over-
played by some Jews. 
3. Loyalty to the Jewish group is the first and 
most important requirement of a good Jew. 
5. With regard to the notion of Je1-rs sharing a 
"common fate", there is little reason for all 
Jews to share a fate for which they did not ask. 
37. The re-creation of the Je"t"iish state in Palestine 
was the most thrilling event of the generation. 
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I~trix A - Factor 2 
Mi ii1 35. Despite the fact that one is Jewish, there are 
few things more upsetting than the sight of a 
typically boorish and bad-mannered Jew trying 
to compensate for his feelings of inferiority. 
De .66 26. The picture of Jews as aggressive, loud and 
pushy is unfair to the Jewish group as a whole, 
but there are enough examples of this sort of 
behavior by Jews to make the picture seem 
correct. 
1>1:1 ~ 20. In order to become better accepted in America, 
immigrant Jews should, among other things, 
learn to speak without an accent and without 
using their hands. 
Mi • 46 15. Jews should avoid speaking Yiddish (Je-,;..,ish) in 
public places where Gentiles may hear them. 
Ra ill 24. A person who ha.s converted to Judaism will 
probably be a better Jew, being a voluntary 
convert, than most people who are born Jewish. 
De .40 31. The fact that Jews keep to themselves helps to 
intensify ill feelings against them. 
Na ~ 16. Israel, as a small country, should have better 
sense than to have unfriendly relations with 
America. 
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Matrix A - Factor 3 
Cu ~ 28. It is all right for a Jew to conceal his Jewish 
background if it hinders his getting ahead. 
Cu .66 11. Every Jewish family should support and be ac-
tive in Jewish organizations. 
Cu .64 19. A Jewish education is of primary importance for 
every Jew. 
Re .61 38. The sabbath should be considered as an impor-
tant Jewish holiday, even though one might not 
be able to observe it. 
Ra ill 17. A Jewish young man who really loves a Gentile 
girl might give :UP his Jewishness if this were 
the only way he could marry her. 
Cu ~ 36. Every Jew should study Hebrew, the language of 
his ancestors. 
Ge • 44 18. An unbrea.kable bond unites the Jews of all 
countries of the world. 
Ra. • 42 9. It should be the concern of every Jew to con-
tinue through marriage the proud lineage of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. 
Na. ~ 37. The re-creation of the Jewish state in Pales-
tine was the most thrilling event of the 
gene rat ion. 
Re ~ 14. A Jew's moral behavior should be guided mainly 
by the Jewish religion. 
Ra ~ 24. A person who has converted to Judaism will proba-
bly be a better Jew, being a voluntary convert, 
than most people who are born Jewish. 
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l~trix A - Factor 4 
De 
.&2 13. Jews should make an issue of the fact that 
there are some resort places 
"Gentiles only". 
that carry signs 
De ill 39. Although the problem of anti-Semitism in America 
may be real enough, it has definitely been over-
played by some Jews. 
Ge ~ 33. One always feels at home among Jewish people. 
Mi ill 21. To be told one is not a "typical Jew" is plain 
out -and-out insulting. 
Ge ~ 12. Jews who are trying to leave the Jewish group deserve whatever feelings other Jews have 
toward them. 
Re -.30 14. A Jew ' s mora 1 behavior should be guided mainly 
by the Jewish religion. 
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:tr.La t rix A - Factor 5 
Ra .J22 34. Jewish couples unable to have children of their 
own should adopt any child, regardless of 
i•Ihether he is Jewish. 
2. It would be more desirable for Jewish couples, 
unable to have children of their own, to adopt 
only children of known and proven Jewish 
ancestry. 
Na -. 40 16. Israel, as a small country, should have better 
sense than ever to have unfriendly relations 
with America .• 
30. Being born a Jew is outside one's control and 
therefore shouldn't be sufficient basis for 
identifying one as Jewish. 
Mi -.34 20. In order to become better accepted in America, 
immigrant Jews should, among other things, 
learn to speak without an accent and i'li thout 
using their hands. 
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l'4atrix A - Factor 6 
Cu ~ 6. Hebrew is a language that holds little interest 
for most Jews. 
Na ~ 29. An American Jew who goes to live in Israel is 
not making a very wise move, all things 
considered. 
Re • 42 32. There is no practical reason for English-
speaking Jews to pray in Hebrew. 
I1Ii • 41 1. Because of their 01-.rn persecution, Jews have 
learned to be more tolerant and understanding 
than most other groups in America. 
Mi -.30 21. To be told one is not a "typical" Jew is plain 
out-and-out insulting. 
De .71 
185 
Y~trix A - Factor 7 
7. It is a. poor idea for so many Jei-IS to concen-
trate only on professions like teaching, law, 
and medicine. It would be better for them to 
enter all types of occupations. 
21. To be told one is not a "t ypi ca 1 11 Je'"' is plain 
out-and-out insulting. 
30. Being born a Jew is outside one's control and. 
therefore shouldn't be sufficient basis for 
identifying one as Jewish. 
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l,fat rix A - Factor 8 
IJii • 61 10. A ~Tevvi sh person is entitled to change his 
Je'ltrish-sounding name if that is the Jnly way 
for hi!i1 to obtain a good ;;:>osition. 
Re -.58 14 •. 4 Jew's moral behavior should be guided by the 
Jewish religion. 
Re .44 
30. Being born a Jew is outside one's control and 
therefore shouldn't be sufficient basis for 
identifying one as Jewish. 
32. There is no practical reason for English-
speaking Jews to pray in Hebrew. 
Hi ::ill_ 35. Despite the fact that one is Je"t·Jish, tbere are 
few things more upsetting than the sight of a 
typically boorish and bad-mannered Jew trying 
to compensate for bis feelings of inferiority. 
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Matrix B - Factor 1 
De ~ 56. Any semblance of anti-Semitism, ho1Hever, small, 
must be fought by the Je1vs openly and publicly 
with all their resources. 
Cu 
Cu 
44. The Je'\vs who have worked for the rebuilding of 
Israel have done the greatest possible service 
for Jews throughout the world. 
57. The increased use of Hebrew is something of 
which Jews should be justly proud, for it is 
their "own 11 language. 
54. The relations between American Jews and the 
state of Israel should be maintained just as 
closely as possible no matter what halJpens. 
72. Ever·y Jew is thrilled '\vhen he hears the Jewish 
national anthem and sees the flag of Israel. 
63. The t:Torld Zionist Jr9:anizat ion deserves the 
whole-hearted support of every Je'"'· 
49. Je,r.;s would be more interested in learning Hebrew 
if it were taught at school as a foreign 
language. 
67. It is wrong for Jews and Gentiles to inter-marry. 
43. Intermarriage is bad for the Jev,rish people. 
74 • .Attending Hebrew school is not very necessary 
for Jewish children. 
55. It gives a Jewish person a good feeling to live 
in an all-Jewish community. 
Mi -.42 50. Je'\JirS should be especially vvell-bebaved in the 
company of Gentiles. 
Ea ~ 
70. The Gentiles should accept one as a Je\v or· 
not at a 11. 
73. A Je,.,rish couple that is unable to have children 
should carefully consider the problems involved 
before adopting a child of Gentile parentage. 
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~·:Ia t rix B - Factor 2 
De .68 77. One 1-fay to lessen anti-Semitism in America is 
for Jev-rs to chsnge those behavior's ·1.-rhich others 
seem to find objectionable. 
Ge ill 76. Jews ~1ho are trying to leave the Jevlish group 
are better off out of the group, since they 
obviously cannot have too much of a Je\vish 
feeling. 
lvii • SO 50. Jews should be especially \'fell-behaved in the 
company of Gentiles. 
De ~ 62. ~~Then dealing with certain Gentiles, it is best 
not to advertise the fact that one is Jewish. 
Re ~ 53. Basically Je,'fs are a group primarily in the 
sense that they have a common relie:ion such as 
Catholics and Protestants. 
Cu .36 64. The world of art would be a barren place without 
the great creations of Jewish artists, write~s, 
and composers. 
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Natrix B - Factor 3 
De -. 74 69. The Je·N·ish problem is so genera 1 ana aeep that 
it is doubtful \•rhetber oemocratic f.'Jethoos can 
ever eolve it. 
Ge ill 46. .Jel'TS ere somewhat smarter than non-Jews. 
Ge .60 59. The Jew's first loyalty should be to Jewry 
rather than to anything else. 
Mi 
.d2 55. It gives a Jewish person a good feeling to live 
in an a ll-Je1vish community. 
Re .38 71. The Jewish dietary la':lS ought to be respected 
by all Jews, if at all possible. 
Ee ill 53. Basically Jews are a group primarily in the 
sense that they have a common religion such as 
Catholics or Protestants. 
Na ~ 63. The r:lorld Zionist Organization deserves the 
wholehearted support of every Jevr. 
Na • 30 72. Every Jew is thrilled when be bears the Je'\11ish 
national anthem and sees the flag of Israel. 
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Jv1atrix B - Factor 4 
Mi .69 75. Judaism is the best religion of tbe religions 
of the world. 
Re 0 68 47. Tbe most important thing in Judaism is ob-
servance of the Je,,rish religion. 
Ni • 60 65 • Jews are the chosen people of God. 
Ge ill 51. All Je\•!S mey not be perfect, but the Jewish way 
of life is as close as human beings can get to 
a perfect society. 
Cu ~ 42. A Jewish education is not of practical impor-
tance to Jews wbo intend to spend the remainder 
of their lives in the United States. 
191 
Y.~Strix B - Factor 5 
Na • 68 78. The most important thing in Zionism is the 
establis~~ent of Israel as the headquarters 
of world Judaism. 
Cu ~ 64. The world of art would be a barren place ivi thout 
the great creations of Jewish artists, writers, 
end composers. 
Cu ~ 42. A Jewish education is not of practical irn::Jor-
tance to Jews ivho intend to spend the remainder 
of their lives in the United States. 
Ge ~ 68. Gentiles would learn to develop a more favor-
able attitude toward Jews if Jews mingled more 
with them. 
Ra ~ 58. There are lots of pros and cons about inter-
ma.rriage, but frankly many Jeivish men would 
just as soon marry a non-Je"1ish girl as a 
Jewish one. 
Ra -.33 43. Intermarriage is bad for the Jewish people. 
R~ ~ 53. Basically Jews are a group primarily in the 
sense that they have a common religion such 
as Catholics or Protestants. 
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lela trix B - Factor 6 
Mi ~ 60. As a result of their chronic minority-group 
status, Jews tend to be more prone to in-
security than members of the majority group. 
Ivii ~ 41. Jews are- generally pleased by remarks that 
they do not look Jewish. 
Mi -. 46 70. The Gentiles should accept one as a Jev; or 
not at all. 
Re ~ 61. It is unnecessary to observe Yom Kippur 
(Atonement Day) by fasting. 
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£,fatrix B - Factor 7 
Ra_ -.66 73. A Jewish couple that is unable to have children 
should carefully consider the problems involved 
before adopting a child of Gentile parentage. 
Mi ill 45. Jewish people who mention the word "Jew" loudly 
in public places use very poor taste. 
Re • 37 66. Jews look for,.rard to the Jewish holidays with 
eagerness and enthusiasm. 
Ra ~ 67. It is wrong for Jews and Gentiles to inter-
marry. 
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Matrix B - Factor 8 
Ra .64 52. A person who has converted to Judaism can never 
quite be the same kind of Jew as one born a Jew 
and raised in a Jewish home. 
Ge -.44 68. Gentiles would learn to develop a more favor-
able attitude to1.Yard Jews if Jews mingled 
more with them. 
De -. 41 48. Jews go too far in hiding their Je"rishness, 
especially going to such extremes as changing 
their names, straightening their noses, and 
imitating Christian manners and customs. 
De -.32 62. 'When dealing with certain Gentiles, it is best 
not to advertise the fact that one is Jewish. 
Re ~ 66. Jews look forward to the Jewish holidays 1-.ri th 
eagerness and enthusiasm. 
APPENDIX 0 
DESCRIPTION AND l~TCHING OF THE ROTATED FACTORS, 
MATRICES A AND B 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE ROTATED FACTORS, MATRIX A 
Factor 1: POSITIVE GROUP RELIGIOUS FACTOR 
Primary emphasis on attitudes favoring the 
maintenance of the Jewish group; positive. 
attitudes towards ·the observance of religious 
practices and the preservation of the reli-
gious group identity. 
Factor 2: SELF-HATE FACTOR 
Negative attitudes towards Jews and the Jewish 
group; critical of "unacceptable Jewish be-
haviors and manners". 
Factor 3: POSITIVE GROUP CULTURAL FACTOR 
Positive attitudes of support and maintenance 
of the Jewish culture via language, education, 
and organizations. 
Factor 4: COMBATTING ANTI-SEMITISM FACTOR 
Active action against anti-Semitism: preference 
for the dewish ingroup. 
Factor 5: POSITIVE GROUP RACIAL FACTOR 
Positive attitudes towards the propogation of the 
Jews as a racial group; against "mixed marriages". 
Factor 6: AMERICAN-JEWISH CULTURE PREFERENCE FACTOR 
Preference for American cultural modes over tra-
ditional Hebrew-Yiddish-Israeli modes; group 
cohesion via past persecutions. 
Factor 7: ASSIMILATION FACTOR 
Critical of Jewish professional occupation con-
centration; adoption of majority group attitudes 
towards the Jewish group. 
Factor 8: DENIAL OF JEWISH IDENTIFICATION FACTOR 
Preference for non-Jewish modes of identity; 
desire for freedom from Jewish influence; 
denial of group membership. 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE ROTATED FACTORS, MATRIX B 
Factor 1: POSITIVE GROUP NATIONAL IDENTITY FACTOR 
Pro-Israel eentiments; nationalistic pride; 
overall support for Jews and Jewish causes. 
Factor 2: ASSIMILATION AND SELF-HATE FACTOR 
Negative attitudes towards "objectionable" 
Jewish behaviors; asstmilationist tendencies 
to gain favor of majority group. 
Factor 3: POSITIVE GROUP CHAUVINISM FACTOR 
Loyalty and preference tor the Jewish 1ngroup; 
attitudes ot Jewi&h group ehauvinsim. 
Factor 4: POSITIVE RELIGIOUS CHAUVINISM FACTOR 
Marked chauvinsim for Jewish religion and 
Jewish philosophy of life. 
Factor 5: (Unnamed Positive Factor) 
Factor 6: (Unnamed Factor) 
Factor 7: NEGATIVE GROUP FAC!OR 
Antipathy towards Jewish racial propogation; 
critical ot Jewish behaviors. 
Factor 8: ANTI-ASSIMILATION FACTOR 
Critical of all assimilationistic tendencies, 
with negative attitude to Jews who attempt to 
deny their Jewish identity. 
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MATCHING OF THE ROTATED FACTORS, MATRICES A AND B 
I. Positive Identification Factor Cluster 
(Matrix A: Factors 1, 3, 4, 5, 6) 
(Matrix B: Factors 1, 3, 4, 8) 
A. 
A. Group Maintenance and Identity Factor 
(same as above) 
1. Religious Factor (A-1, B•4) 
2. Cultural Factor (.A-3) 
3. National Factor (B-1) 
4. Racial Factor {A-5) 
5. Combatting Anti-Semitism Factor (A-4) 
6. American-Jewish Culture Preference Factor (A-6) 
II. Negative Identitication Factor Cluster 
(Matrix A: Factors 2, 7, 8) 
(Matrix B: Factors 2, 7) 
1. Assimilation Factor (A-7, B-2) 
2. Self-Hate Factor (A-2, B-2) 
3. Denial ot Jew1ahneaa Factor (A-8) 
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ABSTRACT 
This study is concerned with an investigation of hos-
tile expression and Jewish group identification. The design 
of the study included the development and factor-analysis of 
a scale of Jewish identification. Specifically, the study 
dealt with four main issues: the relationship between Jewiah 
group identification and the expression of hostility, a com-
parison of hostile expression in Jews and non-Jews, an in-
vestigation of the multi~dimensionality of Jewish group 
identification, and a study of the relationship between the 
derived factors of Jewish identification and the expression 
of hostility. 
Based upon the writings of various authors in the fields 
of clinical psychology, social paychologJ, and psychoanalysis, 
as well as clinical observations, assumptions were made con-
cerning the relationship between Jewish group identification 
and hostile expression. Previous studies led to the develop-
ment of a conceptual model to explain extremes of Jewish 
identification. The theoretical formulations and clinical 
studies led to the following hypotheses: 
1. There is a curvilinear relationship between 
hostility and Jewish group identification. 
2. Jews as a group show less hostile expres-
sion than non-Jews. 
3. Jewish group identification is multi-
dimensional. 
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Three hundred adult Je1vish males selected from the 
general population served as the research sample. :Sacb sub-
ject was given two attitude inventories to complete, as well 
as a face sheet of social information. The invent~ries con-
sisted of the Scale of Je1-.rish Identificat~n, and the Buss-
Durkee Hostility Inventory. Each subject's Hostility Inven-
tory was scored for eleven hostility scores. The Scale of 
Jewish Identification was scored for total identification, 
and was subjected to a fa.ctor-analyt ic procedure to extract 
factors tapping different dimensions of Jewish identification. 
For the purpose of this study, Jewish group identifica-
tion was operationally defined as the total score on the 
Scale of Jewish Identification. Hostile expression \'las de-
fined as the score on the B-D Hostility Inventory. 
The statistical procedures utilized t~ test the hypo-
theses v-Tere analysis of variance, 1 tests, and correlation 
ratio (eta). Factor-analysis and pr·oduct-moment correlation 
techniques were utilized to obtain the rotate·d factors. 
The results of the study confirmed all hypotheses. 
Hypothesis 1: the correlation ratio bet1.;een Tot a 1 Hostility 
and total id.entification was significant at the .01 level. 
Hypothesis 2: the t tests bet1.-reen the Jew·ish and non-c..Te,.vish 
samples on Total Hostility were significant at the .0005 level. 
Hypothesis 3: the intercorrelations among the rotated factor 
scores of Jewish identification indicated the appropriateness 
of treating Jewish identification as a multi-dimensional 
concept. 
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A formulation of the results of the study suggests the 
following conclusions: 
1. Within the Jewish group, those individuals 
with extremely low and high identification manifest signi-
ficantly lower hostile expression than do the individuals 
comprising the intermediate range of identification. 
2. As a group, Jews manifest significantly less 
outward expression of hostility than non-Jews. 
3. Jewish identification must be viewed multi-
dimensionally, with not only several facets comprising this 
identification, but also features of ambivalent attitudes 
within the several dimensions. 
The relationship between the rotated factors of iden-
tification and the expression of hostility corroborated the 
first hypothesis, which.predicted lower hostile expression 
in the extremes of identification and higher hostile ex-
pression in the intermediate range. 
Discussion of the results presented indications for 
further research. These includecl further refinements 1n 
the clarification of the factors of Jewish identification. 
Soae speculations were offered •oncerning the issue of in-
ternalized hostility in the high and low groups of JewiSh 
identification. Further speculations were made concerning 
the relationship between Jewish over- and under-identifi-
cation and Jewish anti-Semitism. 
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